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A COMPARATIVE STUDY OP THE GEOGRAPHIC FACTORS IN THE 
RISE OF CITIES IN THE HOCKING VALLEY, OHIO,
WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO THEIR LOCATIONS AND SITES
CHAPTER I
THE NATURE OF THE AREA AND THE CENTERS INCLUDED
IN THIS STUDY
The Hocking River lies in the southeastern part of 
Ohio. The head of the river is about 20 miles southeast 
of Columbus, in the western part of Fairfield County. It 
flows in a southeasterly direction about 87 miles through 
Fairfield, Hocking, and Athens Counties, and empties into 
the Ohio River at Hoclcingport.
The Hocking River lies entirely within the Allegheny 
Plateau section of eastern Ohio, and, except in Fairfield 
County, flows through the unglaciated part of the state. 
The upper course is located on a level to rolling till 
plain in central Fairfield County. The river is largely 
in a stage of early maturity and its tributaries in 
various stages of youth. The overall drainage pattern is 
dendritic(Figures 2 and 3 )»
At Lancaster, the river enters the hill country of 
southeastern Ohio where its valley takes on well formed
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characteristics for the first time. The Hocking Valley., 
from Lancaster to Hockingport, varies from a quarter of 
a mile to a mile in width. Along the associated runs and 
small creeks, valley floors are limited in areal extent, 
diminishing rapidly in width upstream. 1
The head of the Hocking River has an elevation of 
1 0 8 0 feet and its mouth is about 575 feet above sea level. 
The gradient is fairly uniform, with an average fall of 
six feet to the mile. This fact accounts in part for the 
river's high, damaging floods after excessive rains.
The river has several rapids and two falls; one of the 
latter six miles above Lancaster has a height of 20 
feet and one above Logan about five feet high.
At Sugar Grove, Rush Creek joins the Hocking from 
the east and is slightly larger than the main stream al­
though each is a creek at normal flow. There are several 
other large tributaries flowing into the Hocking from 
the east. With two exceptions - Clear Creek below Sugar 
Grove and Margarets Creek at Athens - the Hocking has 
no western tributaries of substantial size. There are 
many small creeks and runs which rise principally in 
the hills along the edge of the valley.
The bordering hills generally have steep slopes,
1. W. G. Tight, Drainage Modifications in South­
east Ohio and Adjacent Parts of West Virginia and 
Kentucky, Washington, 1903., pp. 35-363
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rising 150 to 400 feet above the valley floor. Little 
level land is present on the ridge tops. Very little 
of the original Allegheny Plateau remains, having been 
eroded by a complicated system of present and pre-glacial 
streams. The plateau has been maturely dissected and the 
region itself is largely in a stage of mature relief.^ 
Most of the Hocking Valley has a deep accumulation 
of glacial gravel, and bedrock is exposed in only a few 
places. The strata dip toward the southeast and have a
greater slope than the river, about 30 feet per mile
compared with about six feet for the river. Clay beds 
are exposed in the hills from Logan to Nelsonville and 
coal seams from Nelsonville to Chauncey.
Some of the earliest settlement took place in south­
eastern Ohio, especially in the Hocking Valley. However, 
the region did not. develop as rapidly or to the same
extent as most of the rest of the state. Good farm land
has been scarce, providing a limited base for agriculture. 
Extensive coal deposits have diverted public attention 
from farming to mining. Few important transportation 
routes have been developed in the region.
Of the 33 trade centers that originated along the 
Hocking River, 2^ are still active and nine have become
2. Charles Miller, History of Fairfield County, 
Ohio, Chicago, 1912, pp. 31-32.
ghost towns. At present only four are large enough to he 
cities in the political sense: Lancaster in Fairfield 
County, Logan near the mouth of Oldtown Creek, Nelsonville 
near the mouth of Monday Creek, and Athens near the mouth 
of Margarets Creek. These cities are diversified in func­
tion, and are the leading commercial and industrial cen­
ters in the valley. Lancaster, Logan, and Athens are 
county seats, and Athens is the site of a state univer­
sity. Each city is at the junction of several state and 
federal routes. There are two centers of approximately 
1000 population, Chauncey and Plains, and seven towns 
ranging in size from 200 to 500.3 The latter include 
Sugar Grove, Rockbridge, Haydenville, Doanville, Guys- 
ville, Stewart, and Coolville. The remaining 11 are 
hamlets of less than 100 population.
The 33 centers were used in this comparative study.
By selecting the centers situated along a specific river 
it was possible to study their location in relation to 
drainage, landforms within the valley, and the adjacent 
hills. Each center developed in a region having a com­
mon historical development.
3. Lancaster-24,180; Logan-5,972; Nelsonville-4,845; 
Athens-11,660; Chauncey-1,016; Plains-1004. United States 
Census Report, 1950.
CHAPTER II
HISTORICAL FACTORS AFFECTING THE LOCATION AND SITE
OF EACH CENTER
The 33 centers along the Hocking River were founded 
between the years of 1795 and 1910. The location and site 
of each center was due to a number of factors. Selection 
of a site for an industrial enterprise such as a salt works, 
coal mine, or clay products plant provided the nucleus for 
many centers whereas the remainder originated mainly on 
sites selected by individual speculators or companies such 
as the Ohio Company. The early cities in the lower part of 
the Hocking Valley developed through the efforts of the 
Ohio Company, a real estate organization which was one 
of the first companies to operate in Ohio.
In 1786 two generals, Israel Putnam and Benjamin 
Tupper, organized the Ohio Company in Boston. The com­
pany was able to secure 750,000 acres of land in south­
eastern Ohio from the Continental Congress the following 
year. The purchase included the Hocking Valley as far 
north as the present city of Logan, as well as the adja­
cent region lying along the Ohio River.
The selection of the hilly section of southeastern
-7-
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Ohio seemed unwise to many members of the company since 
there were better tracts of farming land available in 
other parts of the state. The final choice was based on 
several considerations. (1) Because of the increasing 
danger of Indian wars, the safest area for settlement ap­
peared to be eastern Ohio. (2) There were several settle­
ments across the Ohio River in western Virginia which 
could serve as refuges in time of war. (3) There were 
forts nearby to offer protection. (4) Most of the Indians 
had moved from the purchase leaving an area which could 
be settled under the efforts of the Company. (5) The Mus­
kingum and Cuyahoga rivers offered a natural route between 
the Great Lakes and the Ohio River. The northern part of 
the purchase was along this route. (6) The main water 
highway past southern Ohio, the Ohio River, was along the 
edge of the Ohio Company lands, so access from the east­
ern states was fairly easy, compared with other areas in 
Ohio. Although most of the purchase was not attractive 
to settlers wishing to establish farms, there were the ad­
vantages of relative security from Indian raids and good 
accessibility from Pennsylvania and Virginia, during this 
early period of settlement in Ohio.1
In 1788 the occupance of the Ohio Company lands began 
with the founding of Marietta near the confluence of the
1. Robert Riegel, America Moves West. 1947, pp. 49"50.
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Muskingum and Ohio rivers. However, Indian wars broke out 
and further settlement was postponed until the army under 
General Wayne defeated the Indians in 1795 and secured per­
manent peace in Ohio.
Hockingport. Hockingport, at the confluence of the 
Hocking and Ohio rivers, was platted by the Ohio Company 
in 1795# settlement beginning about three years later.
This was the first city to be platted along the Hocking 
River. It was placed along the edge of the Ohio Company 
purchase, and In that part of the Hocking Valley which 
at that time was readily accessible to Marietta.
Hockingport became an Important city during the early 
decades of settlement because of public dependence on 
river transportation. At this place goods were transferred 
from Ohio River boats to smaller boats which could ascend 
the Hocking River. Hockingport was at the head of naviga­
tion on the Hocking River for large boats and a point 
where bulk was broken.2
The site was on level to gently sloping land near 
the eastern bank of the Hocking River and the western 
bank of the Ohio River. It was on slightly elevated land, 
above the normal flood level and adjacent to the deeper, 
navigable channels of both rivers, two Important advantages
2. William Peters, Athens County, Ohio, Columbus, 
1947# PP. 45-46.
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for a port city.
Athens. The location of Athens was the result of a 
series of historical events related to the selection of 
a site for a university by the Ohio Company and by legis­
lative groups. The idea of providing for a university in 
the Ohio country had been discussed in the Colonial Govern­
ment. In the 1787 contract for the purchase of land in Ohio 
the following provisions were included: (l) not more than 
two townships should be used to support a university, (2) 
the townships should be as near the center of the purchase 
as possible, and (3) the townships should be good farm 
land.3
After the boundaries of the Ohio Purchase had been 
determined by survey, the directors of the company on Decem 
ber 1 6, 1795, selected central townships, eight and nine in 
the 14th range, as the general location of the college.^ 
Surveys made of the Hocking Valley in 179^ included town­
ships eight and nine (Athens and Alexander) which were set 
aside for the support of a university. The exact location 
was to be decided after settlement had taken place within 
the Hocking Valley.5
One of the requirements in locating the college lands
3. Charles Walker, History of Athens County, Ohio, 
Cincinnati, 1 8 6 9, p. 111.
4. Peters, o£. clt., p. 77*
5* History of Hocking Valley, Chicago, 1 8 8 3, pp. 45-46
■H 
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was that the townships should contain good farm land. 
Athens Township Ihcluded a large area of alluvial soil: 
along the bend in the Hocking River. Alexander Township, 
smaller than Athens and bordering it on the south, in­
cluded the upper part of Margarets Valley.
The college was to be located near the center of the 
Ohio Purchase. Athens Township fulfilled this requirement. 
It was about forty miles distant from the Ohio River along 
the Hocking, providing good accessibility for those pros­
pective settlers using water transportation.
General Putnam was one of the leading supporters of 
the university idea. Consequently the company promoted the 
sale of college lands to facilitate the establishment of 
the university at the earliest possible date. Because of 
this decision, Athens Township was the first area after 
Marietta to be settled In the Ohio purchase.
In the early part of 1797 a considerable number of 
immigrants had arrived at Marietta, anxious to obtain farm 
land on the most favorable terms. Many of these settlers 
were induced by General Putnam to locate on college lands. 
Twelve of them traveled up the Hocking River to take up 
residence in Athen Township in 1797* During the following 
years settlement increased rapidly, most of the occupants 
locating along the Hocking River or near the mouth of Its 
tributaries * By 1799 there were 12 to 15 families near the 
present site of Athens. Some of the houses were located
-15-
along the trail which had been established between Mari­
etta and Chillicothe, at a point where the southern edge 
of the upland was adjacent to the outer bend of a meander 
of the Hocking River. ^ (Figure 7). The community was called 
Middletown because it was about midway between Marietta 
and Chillicothe.7
In 1800 the Territorial Legislature appointed a com­
mittee to locate a site for the university town. Middle­
town was selected because of the many advantages of the 
site. The upland overlooked the surrounding Hocking Valley 
and was above the level of floods. A number of springs af­
forded an abundant water supply. Although political and 
economic factors were important in selecting a location, 
natural conditions were also taken into consideration.
Across the Hocking River from Middletown was a level 
upland known as the Plains. This would have provided a 
large level site, one that would have been better in many 
ways as a base for a city compared with the hill that was 
chosen by the committee. However, the plain was located 
partly in Dover Township and thus outside of the townships 
which had been officially selected by the Ohio Company, and 
to one side of their common center. Also, the plain was not 
as accessible as Middletown since it was not located along
6. History of Hocking Valley, :bp. cit.1, pp. 2 3 6-4 0 .
7. Peters, op. cit., pp. 77-7&.
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th Hocking River or along the trail between Marietta and 
Chillicothe.
The growth of the university town resulted from a 
number of actions by local and state officials. On Dec­
ember 6, 1 8 0 0, the legislature accepted the committee’s 
selection of a site and Athens was adopted as the official 
name of the city in place of Middletown. The university 
was founded February 28, l8o*!-, by the Ohio General Assem­
bly and the first sale of town lots took place in Novem­
ber of that year. The growth of the city directly aided 
the university since the sale of land was added to the 
general fund which would provide capital for college build 
ings. With the establishment of Athens County, Athens was 
selected as the county seat. As an educational and polit­
ical center, Athens grew rapidly to remain the largest 
city in the lower valley.8
Grosvenor. The growth of Athens and Grosvenor was 
aided by their location along an important trail in south­
ern Ohio. By 1800 a trail had been established between 
Marietta and Chillicothe, the latter being one of the ear­
liest settlements in the Scioto Valley (Figures 5 and 7). 
The trail was the most direct route between the cities, 
far shorter than the water route along the Ohio River and
8. Athens County Illustrated, Athens, Centennial 
Edition of May, l897> pp. 2~12 «
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northward along the Scioto River. The overland route 
reached the Hocking River below the large bend where 
Athens is now located. The river at first was forded 
near the center of the bend and the trail then followed 
Margarets Valley. About 1800, a ferry service was started 
across the Hocking River west of Athens at the ford. Dur­
ing the early period of settlement, this was one of the 
few places in Athens County where the river could be crossed 
by ferry. By 1800 several houses had been built near the 
western bank at this point, a settlement known as Gros­
venor. 9
The site of Grosvenor was near the outer side of a 
meander of Margarets Creek and not far from its mouth, and 
on slightly elevated land. It was at the Junction of sev­
eral valleys - Hocking, Margarets, Factory; and Little 
Factory.
Lancaster. Lancaster developed at a point where a 
second important route, Zane's 'trace’, crossed the Hoc­
king River (Figure 5). Ebenezer Zane, who had settled at 
Wheeling, West Virginia, in 1 7 6 9, realized that a trail 
cut across Ohio to the settled areas of Kentucky would 
supply a direct route for immigrants. This would save trav­
elers about 100 miles over the route along the Ohio River.
9 . Walker, op. cit., p. 204.
-18-
3 , tTnrKta
■/'//*/£.
Scale 1:62,500 Source: United States G-eological 
1 0 1 Survey, Lancaster Quadrangle.
i---- 1---- 1--------- 1
Figure 8. LANCASTER AND HOOKER
-19-
Ownership of desirable sections of land along the trail 
might lead to large profits as the immigrants settled 
Ohio and as the trail was improved to become a road. With 
land speculation as one motive, Zane petitioned Congress 
for a contract to build such a trail. May 17, 1796, the 
contract was granted and stipulated that Zane was to com­
plete a trail from Wheeling to Limestone, Kentucky. It 
was to be indicated by blazing trees, and the underbrush 
along the way was to be cleared to make it passable for 
horses. In return for his services, Zane was to receive 
three tracts of land along the route, each a square mile 
in size. The location of each tract was to be chosen by 
Zane. He opened the 266 mile 'trace1 from Wheeling to 
Limestone (now Maysville, Kentucky) in 1791> selecting 
tracts of land where the 'trace' crossed the Muskingum, 
Hocking, and Scioto Rivers,10
The 'trace' crossed the Hocking River west of the 
present city of Lancaster near Mount Pleasant. Its inter­
section with the river became known as the 'Crossing 
of the Hocking’ and Mount Pleasant was called Standing 
Stone by the Indians. This became a well known place
10. "City, County 150 Years Old," Lancaster Eagle- 
Gazette, Lancaster, Ohio, Sesqui-Centennial Edition,
June 3, 1950, p. A 34. It was called a trace since the 
route was to be marked or traced through the forested 
area of southern Ohio. Although some trees were cut, 
stumps were not removed, and the route was a trace 
rather than an improved trail.
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along the trail.
Zane selected a square mile tract of land on the east­
ern hank of the Hocking River. Most of his land was covered 
with a dense stand of trees although parts were swampy. The 
Wyandot tribe had vacated the area in 1795, leaving a 
small clearing which could serve as a town site. The tract 
was on a fairly level terrace that was largely free from 
floods.
The first settler came into the region in April, 1798* 
The next year, immigrants came in large numbers, locating 
between the crossing and falls up the valley, and down 
the valley to the site of present Rockbridge. By 1800 
tributary valleys such as Rush, Fetters, Raccoon, Clear, 
and Pleasant were occupied.H Sufficient farm settlement 
had taken place In the upper valley to support a town.
Zane sent his two sons to serve as his agents. The 
area was subdivided into residential, business, and pub­
lic lots, and the streets were laid out in a rectangular 
pattern. On November 10, 1800, the lots were sold at pub­
lic auction. Early settlement was on the edge of the ter­
race near an outer bend of a meander of the Hocking River, 
expansion occurring back toward the low hill away from 
the river. With the organization of Fairfield County in
11. Charles Miller, History of Fairfield County, 
Ohio. Chicago, 1912, pp. 84-8 8.
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1800 by the Territorial Legislature, the settlement be­
came known as New Lancaster and was selected as the county 
seat. This name, adopted in honor of immigrants from the 
same city in Pennsylvania, was abandoned in favor of 'Lan­
caster* in 1805.
Rockmills♦ The first settlement which developed in 
the valley above Lancaster was Rockmills. A grist and saw 
mill was erected at the upper falls of the Hocking by 
Joseph Loveland and Hezekiah Smith in 1799* A small settle­
ment developed around the mill during the following decade.
Rockmills was established in a youthful section of 
the Hocking Valley. The river descends eighty feet in a 
distance of approximately one mile between the till plain 
which serves as the headwaters of the river and the lower 
till plain below Rockmills.
The site of the mill was on the western bank at the
falls, on the inside of a meander of the river. The sides
of the narrow, V-shaped valley provided a sloping base 
for the small settlement. The river flows in a deep chan­
nel below the falls, making possible the building of a
mill on the bank and still above normal flood level.
Greeneastie. Greencastle was platted in 1810 by
12. ’City, County 150 Years Old," Lancaster Eagle- 
Gazette, op. cit., p. A 34.
13. Henry Howe, Historical Collections of Ohio, 
Cincinnati, 1848, p. 159*
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Jesse Courtright at a point about four miles upstream from 
Rockmills. Greencastle was located near the head of the 
Hocking River along the old road between Columbus and Lan­
caster, and in the center of Bloom Township. The river 
flows across a shallow basin while the road follows the 
northern side of the basin. Greencastle was one of the 
first lumbering centers in the Hocking Valley. Sawmills 
became common in the locally forested region, and supplied 
the basis for the early growth of Greencastle.^ The cen­
ter was readily accessible to Columbus and southern Ohio 
markets, and was the nearest of Hocking Valley settle­
ments to the cities along the Scioto River. A north-south 
road was built through Chestnut Ridge placing Greencastle 
at an intersection.
The Laneaster-Columbus road crossed two headwater 
streams of the Hocking. The site of Greencastle was the 
sloping land along the road between the headwater streams. 
The western edge of the center was on the inside of a 
meander of the larger of the two streams.
Hooker. Hooker also developed along the road between 
Lancaster and Columbus, but in the period after 1 8 1 5. The 
settlement was started on farm land owned by Sam and 
Richard Hooker. At this point the old Columbus road turned
14. Hervey Scott, A Complete History of Fairfield 
County, Ohio, Columbus, Ohio, 1877, p. 84.
-24-
westward along the bend In the Hocking River and followed 
the river to Greencastle. (Figure 5), Hooker was a con­
venient stopping place, especially during the period of 
stage coach travel prior to the Civil War. With the build­
ing of the new Columbus road., Hooker was placed at the 
junction of the two roads, a development which aided its 
growth.*5
The site was along outer meanders of both the Hoc­
king and a tributary stream. Between these rivers was a 
small area of slightly elevated, level land.
Rockbridge. One of the early German villages which 
arose in the valley below Hooker was Rockbridge, orig­
inally known as Millville. It came into being in 1815 near 
the mouth of Buck Run. The name Rockbridge was derived from 
a natural rock bridge of sandstone near the site.
There were several reasons for the concentration of 
settlement in the valleys and In villages such as Rock­
bridge. The immigrant settled land in the valley bottoms 
where the soil was deep and fertile, and the land level. 
After 1798 farm settlement advanced along the Hocking and 
its tributary valleys, and by 1818 occupied most of the 
the valley land.16
1 5. "Hooker’s Station Settled," Eagle-Gazette, Lan­
caster, June 3» P« E 20.
16. Francis Gordon, Early History of Hocking County, 
Columbus, Ohio, 1940, pp. 29-34
■ H R
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Enterprise. Another German village, Enterprise, was 
the successor to Stiversonville, having been founded in 
the valley below Rockbridge by 1 8 3 2. The upland between 
Rockbridge and Enterprise was level to gently rolling and 
made good farm land. The main road crossed the upland, by­
passing the narrow valley section between the two cities. 
Enterprise developed along the road near its junction with 
the Hocking River, a location which placed it between the 
level areas of farm land in the Hocking Valley and the up­
land to the west.1?
The site of Enterprise was a small tributary valley 
along the western side of the Hocking River. This center 
was largely on the sloping tributary flat, extending to 
the edge of the Hocking flats along the inside of a mean­
der. The site also extended to the edge of the upland on 
the edge of the tributary run.
Logan. Logan, situated in the valley below Enterprise, 
owes its origin chiefly to the energy of Thomas Worthing­
ton, an early governor of Ohio. Conrad Brian and John 
Pence settled on the present site of Logan in 1798. In 
that year Worthington bought 80 acres of land from Brian, 
paying $1000 for the purchase.1® Additional purchases
17. "Early Hocking Settlers Were Thrifty Germans," 
Athens Messenger, Athens, Ohio, Sesqui-Centennial Edition, 
June 14, 1953*
18. "First Residents of Hocking County, Ibid.
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increased his holdings to i860 acres, valued at $15,900. 
His next step was completed in 1816 with the platting of 
the land into town lots and streets.
As an Inducement to settle on his land, Worthington 
developed water power at the lower falls of the Hocking, 
a mile above Logan. The river rushes over a stretch of 
bedrock for several hundred feet involving a fall of about 
five feet in one place. A low dam was built across the 
river here and a wheat and corn mill erected on the east­
ern bank. In 1818, a saw mill was added. These mills, 
together with the large level plain along the Hocking 
River, made Logan a favorable place for settlement.*9 
The site of Logan was a slightly elevated terrace. 
Settlement began on the terrace and on an outer meander 
of the Hocking at a point opposite the mouth of Scott 
Creek. It could expand a mile eastward to the mouth of 
Oldtown Valley since that creek was against the eastern 
wall of its valley. The Hocking River flowed along the 
southern wall of its valley, providing a large site for 
expansion on the inside of the meander at this point.
Kelsonville. During the same period that Logan was 
being settled under the efforts of Worthington, Nelson- 
ville was being developed by Daniel Nelson. The first
19. Gordon, op. cit., pp. 112-16.
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permanent settlers near Nelsonville were Johnson and Hul- 
bert. In l8l4 their farms were the only cleared areas be­
tween Athens and Logan. During August of that year, Nelson 
and his family moved to the Nelsonville area from Shrews­
bury, Massachusetts. Nelson was a prosperous New Englander 
and had purchased a large tract of land from the Ohio Com­
pany for the purpose of establishing a city.
Part of the land was platted in June, I8l8 , when 57 
lots were surveyed along two streets and a public square 
set aside for the prospective town. The lots were dis­
tributed around the central square in typical New England 
fashion. In 1825 twenty more lots were laid out by Nelson 
as the town continued to grow.2^
The early expansion was due to the efforts of Nelson, 
who induced merchants to settle here. A flour mill was 
built on the river bank in 1816 and a hotel erected a few 
years later. Many improvements were made under the leader­
ship of Nelson. Roads were constructed to the neighboring 
settlements in the county. The first bridge was built 
across the Hocking River in 1 8 3 2. Coal was known to exist 
in the hills but this resource was not an immediate factor 
in the development of the center, since there were no 
local markets for the coal or adequate transportation to 
distant markets.
20. "DAR Nelsonville Marker Honors Town's Founder," 
Messenger, op. cit.
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Nelsonville occupied a more restricted site than 
Logan. The nucleus of the former city was a cluster of 
houses away from the river. Expansion took place up and 
down the valley to points were the Hocking River flowed 
against the northern valley wall. A comparatively narrow 
area was available along the side of the valley which was 
elevated above the bottom land. Numerous small tributary 
valleys offered additional areas for expansion but the 
steep wall at the edge of the site restricted expansion
along most of the valley side.
Coolville. Coolville had its origin about five miles 
from the mouth of the Hocking River the same year as Nel­
sonville, with a mill also serving as the nucleus for the 
settlement (Figure 6 ).Simeon Cooley, the first local 
settler, erected a mill in l8l4 on the western bank and 
outer side of a Hocking meander. The town was platted in
1818 and named Coolville for the founder. The site was
the sloping valley wall extending back from the meander 
and the level upland along the edge of the valley at this 
point. Coolville occupied a central position in the trading 
area consisting of farms to the eastward in the valley 
bottom and to the westward on the uplands. 21
Guysville♦ About ten miles upstream from Coolville a
21. Walker, 0£. cit., p. 532.
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similar development took place around Carpenter’s mill. In 
1836 Guysville was platted "by Chauncey Carpenter.22 The 
community developed along the left side of the valley in 
the midst of farmed land. The site was the gentle slopes 
along the northern side and like so many of the other 
cities bordered the outer bend of a meander. The mill was 
located on the river bank near the deepest and swiftest 
part of the channel and the settlement expanded from the 
mill, on land above normal flood level. This location was 
also a Junction point in the road network, roads extending 
to Coolville along the valley and along Green Run and the 
uplands. Guysville subsequently profited from general trad© 
as well as from milling.
Sugar Grove. Milling and the efforts of speculators 
provided the stimulus for the early growth of Sugar Grove- 
(Figure 14). Although mills were erected near the Junction 
of Rush Creek and the Hocking River in 1804 and 1823, 
milling did not lead to immediate urban development. The 
southern part of Sugar Grove was laid out by Soloman 
Stukey in 1839 on a portion of the Stukey farm. About the 
same time Mrs. Rudolph platted the northern half of the 
town. Settlement of Sugar Grove began in 1840 when the 
Hocking Canal was completed from Lancaster to this point.
22. Peters, bp. cit., p. 2 5 4 .
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The site of Sugar Grove was an elevated valley flat along 
Rush Creek fronting on the lower bottom land along the 
Hocking. This confluence site extended southward to the 
junction of the Hocking with Rush Creek. 23
During the same period that Sugar Grove was develop­
ing, the centers of Chauncey, Armitage, Harmony, and Beau­
mont came into being in the Athens area as a result of the 
salt Industry. The first salt well had been drilled near 
the mouth of Baileys Run north of present Chauncey about 
1820. The well was unsuccessful and was abandoned until 
1831 when further drilling reached salt bearing strata 
in the Upper Waverly sandstone. Other wells were also 
drilled in the Athens area. By the 1 8 5 0’s the production 
of salt was one of the major industries in Athens County.24 
The location of successful salt wells determined the 
sites of the four towns. The wells were located along the 
Hocking Valley at'certain favorable sites: (l) Since the 
salt was obtained by bringing it up as a brine from wells, 
an adequate source of water was essential. The Hocking 
River and its tributaries supplied this need. (2) In the 
valley bottom only a minimum of drilling was required to 
reach the salt strata at about 100 feet below the surface. 
(3 ) At favorable sites in the valley a greater thickness
23. "City, County 150 Years Old," Lancaster Eagle- 
Gazette, op. oit., p. A 34. _ •
24. Peters, bp. cit., pp. 2 7 9-8 7 .
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of salt bearing strata could be reached. Several wells in 
the vicinity of Athens were unsuccessful because of the 
difficulty of finding brines in sufficient quantity.25
A major item of expense was fuel. Coal which could 
not be marketed, that is refuse coal, was often used as 
fuel in recovering salt. A location near a coal mine was 
an asset. Sometimes mining companies operated both coal 
mines and salt wells,as for example at Beaumont and 
Chauncey.26
Chauncey. Chauncey grew with the development of salt 
production near the mouth of Sunday Creek. About 1 8 3 1, a 
successful salt well was drilled by Resolved Puller on 
his farm, the future site of Chauncey. Coal was found at 
about the same depth as the salt strata, 125 feet below 
the surface. In 1837 Ewing and Vinton formed a company 
with two capitalists from Philadelphia, Chauncey and 
Biddle. The Puller farm was purchased along with other 
mineral land in the same area and the development of 
salt wells and coal mines was expanded. In 1839 the 
town was laid out near the salt works, and named 
Chauncey for the capitalist who did so much to develop
2 5 . James Pepper, "Areal Extent and Thickness of 
the Salt Deposits of Ohio," Ohio Journal of Science. 
Volume 47, Number 6, 1947, p. 233.
26. E. B. Andrews, Salt in the Second Geological 
District," Geological Survey of Ohio, Volume 2, 1874, 
PP* 5 9 9-0OO.
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the site. The company hullt a "brick hotel and several 
houses which aided the growth of a small community during 
the following decade.27
The site of Chauncey was elevated land along the 
eastern bank of a small tributary of the Hocking. The 
city extended southward to the edge of the valley bottoms 
along the Hocking. This site was about a half mile from 
an inner meander of Sunday Creek so an extensive area was 
available for expansion.
Armitage. Armitage developed around the Herrold salt 
well, located along the western side of the Hocking Valley 
about six miles below Chauncey (Figure 15). A major han­
dicap at Armitage was the lack of elevated land. The cen­
ter was located along the edge of the valley on bottom 
land which was inundated during high floods, causing 
damage to the salt works and the buildings. Valley walls 
were comparatively steep along the edge of the site and 
there was insufficient level, elevated land along the 
small tributary at this point to provide room for ex­
pansion. Armitage remained a small settlement during 
the period in which production of salt was an important 
industry.2^
27. Walker, op. clt., p. 462.
28. Peters, j^ d . cit.. pp. 281-82.
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Harmony. Harmony was founded the same year as Armit­
age, 1840, and was also located along the western side of 
the Hocking Valley (Figure 15).Harmony developed around 
the Pruden Well, situated about three miles below Athens.
The site of Harmony was a limited area of level land 
near the junction of a small tributary with the Hocking 
River. Only a restricted site was available between the 
river and the valley wall. Because of the low elevation 
of the site considerable property damage resulted from 
recurring floods.29
Beaumont. A salt well was drilled a short distance 
upstream from Chauncey along the western side of the 
Hocking Valley (Figure 15)*This occurred in 1848 under 
the direction of Gould and Green, two local business­
men. Beaumont and Salina developed near the well, the 
former along the valley side of the eastern tributary 
at this point, the latter along the western tributary.
The settlements were about a quarter of a mile apart 
and soon adopted the common name of Beaumont. 30
Canaanville. Canaanville developed in the Athens 
area during this period, but as a result of improved 
transportation resulting from railroad construction 
rather than the production of salt (Figure l6 ).A
29. Peters, op. cit., pp. 281-82.
30. History of Hocking Valley, op. cit., p. 732.
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railroad was completed between Marietta and Cincinnati 
in 1 8 5 6, the first to be built along the Hocking Valley. 
It reached the valley south of Canaanville and followed 
the Hocking as far as Athens, then continued westward 
across the uplands.
Canaanville, which had been founded about 1850, 
had shown little growth prior to railroad construction. 
The small settlement occupied a central position in 
Canaan Township and fronted on the Hocking River. Ca- 
naanvilleRun entered the valley at this point to offer 
a natural route to Federal Valley to the north. A 
limited area of level land was available as a site 
between the outer side of a meander of the Hocking and 
the valley bluff.
In 1855 a town named Detroit was platted by Nathan 
Pilcher about a quarter of a mile east of Canaanville 
at a point where the Marietta and Cincinnati Railroad 
entered the valley. Its site was similar to Canaan- 
ville’s. Growth of Detroit resulted primarily from Its 
role as a shipping point for the farmers in the lower 
valley, but ultimately it was absorbed by Canaanville.31 
Several coal towns were founded in the Nelsonville 
area soon after completion of the Hocking Valley Rail-
31. History of Hocking Valley, op. cit., p. 6 3 0-
31.
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road from Columbus to Athens in 1 8 6 9. Company towns were 
laid out near coal mines. This resulted about 1870 in 
the founding of East Clayton, Kimberly, Old Floodwood, 
Doanville, and Glen Ebon (Figure 17)*
The Hocking Valley Railroad was built along the west 
side of the. valley in the Welsonville area, except at 
Nelsonville. Mining towns were built along the main line • 
where it passed the mouth of a tributary run, with the 
exception of Doanville which was situated along the Mon­
day Creek Branch of. the same railroad. Spurs were built 
into some of the smaller runs for short distances, fur­
nishing access to mines in the adjacent u p l a n d s . 32
In addition to the railroad, the location and com­
position of the coal beds must be recognized as having 
had an important effect on the location of coal towns.
The Welsonville seam, averaging about six feet in thick­
ness, is mined most extensively. The strike of this bed 
has a northeast-southwest direction, with the Hocking 
River and many tributaries running at right angles to 
it. In consequence outcropping occurs on both sides of 
the valley. The average dip of the bed is 25-40 feet to 
the mile.33 The seam extends up the valley above WeIson-
3 2 . Gordon, op. cit., p. 79*
33. Roderick Peattie, Geography of Ohio, Bulletin 27, 
Geological Survey of Ohio, Series 4, Columbus, Ohio, 1923,
p. 68.
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ville about three miles, gradually becoming more elevated 
until it outcrops on top of the hills. Below Welsonville 
the bed slopes downward, dipping under the bed of the 
Hocking River about five miles below the city. At Athens 
the coal seam is over one hundred feet deep, and at Can- 
aanville it is over four hundred feet below the surface
of the valley.34
The coal towns were located where the coal was found 
above the level of the valley floor. The coal was exposed 
in many places and its presence was known soon after the 
settlement of the valley. Access to the coal seam was 
easy in the vicinity of Nelsonville and strip mining 
could'normally be employed. Along the side of the valley 
below Nelsonville, the seam could be reached by cutting 
into the hills along the sloping beds where they had 
been exposed by stream erosion.
East Clayton. The Lick Run and Laurel Hill Coal 
Companies built a company town and provided the basis 
for the development of East Clayton. Part of the town 
was in the mouth of Lick Run while the remainder was a 
short distance down the Hocking Valley near the Laurel 
Hill mine. The latter section was located at a point 
where the railroad approached the river bluffs.
34. M. C. Read, "Geology of Hocking Valley Coal 
Fields", Geological Survey of Ohio, pp. 693~95.
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Kimberly. Kimberly originated along the southern 
side of the Hocking Valley below Nelsonville. The site 
fronted on the main railroad and Meeker Run. Short spurs, 
which were built a short distance along the tributary 
valleys, furnished access to mines.
Old Floodwood. Old Floodwood developed along the 
western side of the Hocking Valley close to the junction 
of a tributary with the Hocking. This coal town was also 
located at the junction of a spur with the main railroad.
Glen Ebon. On the gentle slopes along the western 
side of the Hocking Valley, Glen Ebon was established 
as another company town. Its site was limited by the 
proximity of a meander of the Hocking River at the base 
of the valley side and the narrowness of the tributary 
valley.
Doanville. Doanville was platted in 1872 by Nathan 
Doan who owned a mine in the vicinity and hoped to pro­
fit from the sale of town lots to miners who would work 
in his or other mines in the area. The settlement was 
located along spurs of the Hocking Valley Railroad and 
near several tributary valleys of Monday Creek. Above 
Doanville in Monday Valley was a narrow section, while 
below the center were low bottom lands along Monday 
Creek and the Hocking River which were unsuitable as 
sites because of flood danger. As mining expanded along 
the lower Monday Valley, Doanville showed a corresponding
-46-
growth.
Stewart. During the l8701s centers were founded in 
the lower Hocking Valley, stimulated by the building of 
the Marietta and Cincinnati Railroad. In 1874, the rail­
road was shifted from Canaanville with the new line en­
tering the Hocking Valley above Coolville and following 
the eastern side of the valley to Athens (Figure 13).
Daniel Stewart laid out a settlement near the mouth 
of Federal Creek shortly after the railroad was completed. 
His homestead, which was located on the eastern bank of 
the river, served as the site for the town. A church, 
post office, and flour mill had been built in the vicinity 
several years prior to the platting of the town. Daniel 
Stewart erected a few houses to attract settlers. Growth 
occurred eastward from the mill along the railroad and 
the gentle slopes of the valley. Later, the community 
became a junction point of the Federal Creek Valley 
Railroad and the Marietta and Cincinnati Railroad.35
Frost. Frost, six miles downstream from Stewart, 
was platted in 1879 by Harvey .Frost who anticipated that 
the railroad would support a town in this part of the val­
ley (Figure 13). A small village developed In the l8 8d’s> 
serving as a shipping point for the local a r e a . 38
35. History of Hocking Valley, op. cit., pp. 577-78.
3 6 . Peters, op. cit., p. 6 6 .
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A number of factors restricted growth of the center. 
It was located in a narrow section of the valley lying in 
ah area of high hills. A limited amount of level land was 
available for farming, and local trade remained unimpcr*- 
tant . The latter was partially due to the building of 
the Coolville station at the point where the railroad 
entered the valley to serve as a shipping point for the 
area near the mouth of the Hocking Valley.
A restricted site was available for the settlement. 
Frost was on the valley wall where it sloped down to the 
railroad and to a small run along the southern side of 
the community.
Floodwood. The growth of Floodwood, an iron furnace 
center, was made possible by the railroads upon which 
its industry was dependent (Figure 17)• Raw materials 
were brought in by the railroad and shipment of finished 
products made the same way. The iron furnace and the 
houses were built along the side of the Hocking Valley 
opposite Old Floodwood as well as at the mouth of a 
small tributary valley.
When first operated in 1883, local ore, limestone, 
and coal were used in the furnace. The most consistent 
and probably the most valuable deposit of iron ore oc­
curred a few feet below the Nelsonville coal seam. Veins 
of iron ore were exposed in many places in the Floodwood 
area. Some ore was brought by railroad from Creola, just
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north of McArthur, a leading producer of iron ore in south­
eastern Ohio at the time. The seams in both areas were 
thin, low in iron content, and expensive to mine. When 
iron ore from the Lake Superior region came on the mar­
ket the local ore was no longer profitable. Coke from 
the Pittsburgh area was substituted for local coal since 
the latter was not ideal for coking. Iron production be­
came unprofitable due to the expense of reaching distant 
raw materials and markets. The furnaces, after being 
closed several times by court proceedings, were scrapped 
In 1897 to help repay creditors. Pew of the 137 houses 
which had been built by the company were ever occupied and 
the majority were removed about 1893, when Floodwood de­
clined to ghost town status.37
Haydenvllle. The Hocking Valley Railroad, as well as 
an outcrop of clay strata, which cross the valley in the 
section from Logan to Welsonville, contributed to the rise 
of Haydenville (Figure 18). The settlement was platted in 
I852 by Peter Hayden, a Columbus, Ohio industrialist who 
owned the land. There was little growth until a clay 
products plant was erected in 1883. A plant site in Hay­
denville was selected because of two major considerations, 
presence of the Hocking Valley Railroad which provided
37. Peters, bp. cit., p. 211. Also, "World’s Largest 
Iron Furnaces Wear Athens,11 Messenger, bp. cit.
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access to markets and the local availability of clay de­
posits and coal.38
The clay is of excellent quality and quantity, es­
pecially the Lower Kittanning clay, although Lawrence, 
Tionesta, and Brookville clays are also of importance. 
Fire clays in this area are of Carboniferous Age, and 
often the clay strata are overlain by coal. In many in­
stances both coal and clay can be obtained from the same 
pit.39
Diamond. Diamond, two miles below Haydenville, devel­
oped around a clay products plant which was erected about 
1 8 9 8 (Figure 1 8). A plant site was selected which was 
close to the bulky materials needed in production of 
bricks. Both clay and coal could be secured by drifting 
into the local hills or by strip mining. Coal could be 
secured from other mines in the valley if the local supply 
became depleted since the plant was on the edge of the 
coal mining area.^O
A small community developed along the valley road 
near an indentation in the high valley wall. The narrow
3 8 . William Merrill, The Geology of Green and Ward 
Townships, Hocking County, Ohio, Columbus, Ohio, 1948,
p. 8 4 .
39. "Columbus Resident Founded Haydenville," Athens 
Messenger, op. cit.
40. Coal, Clay Chief Factors in Growth of Hocking 
County," Ibid.
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valley and high hills on both sides hindered both access 
to the community and development of trade with the local 
area. The site was along the edge of a valley flat .
Clark Crossing. Other communities such as Clark 
Crossing developed along the main road flanking the Hock­
ing; Valley (Figure 14). This center arose at the crossing 
of the old road from Lancaster to Rockbridge with the 
road along Rush Valley. It attained its maximum size about 
1900. A bridge across the Hocking River gives access to 
Route 33, the main valley road at the present time. Clark 
Crossing is accessible from four directions. The oppor­
tunity for its citizens to shop in Lancaster only five 
miles distant or to reach places of employment in the 
Hocking and Rush Valleys has favored its growth.
Circle Hill. Circle Hill developed after 1900 along 
Route 33, near the junction of the latter with Route 682, 
another major highway (Figure 7 ). The center is located 
near the coal mines of the Hocking and Sunday Valleys 
allowing of easy commuting by the miners. Growth has oc­
curred as automobile transportation has improved. Circle 
Hill, like Clark Crossing, is composed of about a dozen 
houses.
Plains. A section of Route 682, which crosses the up­
lands between Circle Hill and Athens, became the main 
street of Plains (Figure 7). The community was platted in 
1903 on level land known as the Plains, from which the
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town derived its name. As shaft mining developed after 
1900, Plains grew rapidly due to its functions as a 
residential and trade center for coal miners. The large 
area of local, level land provided for easy expansion. 
Residents have access to the Hocking Valley and the 
opportunity to shop in Athens or Nelsonville, or to com­
mute to work in the coal mines in the area.
Beebe. Beebe developed in the lower valley between 
Stewart and Frost (Figure 13). It became a small cross 
roads settlement about 1900. The site of Beebe is at a 
crossing of two township roads, one on the eastern side 
of the valley paralleling the river and another crossing 
the valley at this point. A bridge gives access to Route 
144, the main valley road that follows the western side. 
However, the value of this junction is offset by through 
Route 50, which passes through Guysville and Coolville, 
and by-passes Beebe.
oCHAPTER III
LOCATION OP CITIES IN RELATION TO FORMER DRAINAGE
The Hocking Valley is partly the result of pre-glaciSl 
drainage, and in consequence many centers are located 
near landforms produced by streams which preceded the 
Hocking and its tributaries. The early settlers had little 
or no knowledge of historical geology since there had 
been slight research here prior to 1900. Cities were lo­
cated on landforms, such as terraces because of the ad­
vantage of levelness and avoidance of flood danger rather 
than because of any conscious desire to find and locate 
on a terrace. However, a study of former drainage is 
necessary to determine if there is a common location of 
cities in relation to landforms.
In the Hocking Valley centers are located at the 
crossing or Junction of the present with former drainage, 
because of the use of valleys of former drainage as 
routes for roads and railroads. Level land is frequently 
present to serve as a base for a city and for a local 
trade area, and natural routes are provided which lead 
to low divides. Nine of the thirty-three centers are 
at the Junction of the Hocking and an old valley, in-
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cluding the cities of Lancaster, Logan, Glen Ebon, Plains, 
Guysville, Coolville, Enterprise, Rockbridge, and Beau­
mont.
Lancaster lies at the mouth of Bremen Valley which 
was formed by the earliest knovn drainage in the region 
(Figure 19). The Logan River, which had its headwaters 
below Haydenville, followed the present valley to Logan, 
Clear Fork Valley and a tributary of Buck Run to Rock­
bridge, and the present valley past Hooker and Carroll 
to join the Teays River or a tributary of the Teays. A 
major tributary, the Bremen, joined the Logan at Lan­
caster. Clear Creek flowed westward to join the Teays.^
Lancaster is located at the focus of important 
transportation routes, many of which follow natural routes 
created in part by former streams (Figure 8 ). Route 37 
and the Pennsylvania Railroad follow Bremen Valley, while 
Route 33 and the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad follow the 
Logan Valley northwestward past Hooker. The Hocking Canal 
also followed the Logan Valley to Carroll. The wide mouth 
of Bremen valley, partly the result of erosion by the 
Logan and Bremen rivers, offers a large area of level 
land amid the nearby hills to serve as the site of a
1. Wilber Stout, "Physiographic Features of South­
eastern Ohio," Ohio Journal of Science, Volume 38, Ho. 2 
March 1938, pp. 59-6^
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city.
Logan is also in a large area of level land and at 
the focus of natural routes leading to low divides ( Pig 
ure 11). Several tributary streams in the Logan area dif­
fered from present drainage. Webb Summit, Gore and Green­
land creeks drained the present headwaters of Monday Val­
ley. These streams established low divides between the 
Hocking and Monday valleys. The divides are at the fol­
lowing elevations above the present Hocking Valley floors 
Webb S'ummit-80 feet, Gore-8 0 feet, and Greenland-120 
feet. Route 75 and a branch of the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Railroad cross Webb Summit; Route 595 crosses Greenland 
Summit; and a county road crosses Gore Summit. Harper 
Run was also a southward flowing river which entered 
above Logan. The summit northward along the old valley 
is at an elevation of 100 feet and Route 66k north 
crosses this divided. Since roads and railroads follow 
the former rivers which entered the Hocking Valley, the 
city has become the focus of transportation routes.
Glen Ebon and Plains are located along valleys of 
the Albany River, the former river in the central part 
of the Hocking Valley area (Figures 7 and 17). Snow 
Valley of Monday Creek drainage, Sunday Valley, and the 
central Hocking Valley were drained by the Albany 
River during the period of Teays drainage. The Luhrig 
Branch had its headwaters in Snow Valley with a tri-
butary following the Hocking Valley to join at the pre­
sent site of Doanville.2 At Glen Ebon, Luhrig River 
left the Hocking Valley to flow southward to Margarets 
Valley. The Chauncey River flowed across Plains into 
Little Factory and Margarets valleys to join the Luh- 
rig Branch and flow south in Margarets Valley as the 
Albany R i v e r .3 This provided a low divide between the 
present Margarets and both Shade and Raccoon Valleys.
The divide along the New York Central Railroad between 
Margarets and Shade Valleys is at an altitude of 100 
feet while it is 140 feet along Route 50 leading from 
Margarets into Raccoon Valley at the city of Albany. 
Erosion along the two main branches of Albany River pro­
duced low hills and some level land for the sites of 
Glen Ebon and Plains, especially near the latter city. 
Routes 691 and 682 follow these former Luhrig and Chaun­
cey Rivers respectively along part of each route, placing 
each along natural and man made routes.
Guysville represents another city which is located 
at the junction of an old valley with the present Hoc­
king Valley (Figure 13)* A tributary of the Marietta
2, William M. Merrill, "Pleistocene History of a 
part of the Hocking River Valley, Ohio", Ohio Journal 
of Science, Volume 53, May 1953, PP» 143-55 .
3 . Wilber Stout, Karl Ver Steeg, G.F. Lamb, "Geo­
logy of Water in Ohio"., Geological Survey of Ohio, 
Series 4, Bulletin 44, Columbus, 1943, pp."50-59•
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River, Shade River, had its headwaters ih the present 
Federal Creek Valley. The former Shade River crossed 
the Hocking Valley near Guysville where tributary streams 
occupying the Hocking Valley, joined it from the east 
and west. From the Guysville area, the Shade followed 
the Green and present Shade Valleys to join the Mari­
etta River.
Use of the old valley for roads has placed Guys­
ville in an important position in the highway network. 
Route 50 extends southward along Shade Valley, then 
eastward along Four Mile Run to reach the Hocking Val­
ley again at Coolville. A county road extends northward 
from Guysville, following Shade Valley along part of 
the route.
In the Coolville area, the Marietta River flowed 
northwest of the present Ohio River (Figure 6 ). The 
old valley extends southward from Torch to cross the 
present Hocking Valley at Coolville at an elevation of 
about 150 feet, to extend southward past Tuppers Plalhs. 
In many places the old floor is deeply eroded by present 
tributary streams. The lower Hocking Valley below Beebe 
was drained by small tributaries of the Marietta.^
4. W.G. Tight, Drainage Modifications in Southeast 
Ohio and Adjacent Parts of West Virginia and Kentucky, 
Washington D.C., 1903* p. 6 l^
-59-
The level plain which serves as a site for Cool­
ville is a part of the valley floor of the Marietta, the 
location placing the city at the intersection of two 
major valleys, the Marietta and Hocking. The Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad follows the old valley southward from 
Torch, reaching the Hocking along Skunk Run. The city 
is located along two major highways, Routes 50 and 7» 
both of which follow Marietta Valley near Coolville.
Several modifications of the drainage system of 
southeastern Ohio occurred following the blocking of the 
Teays River (Figure 20). The Pomeroy River flowed along 
the present Ohio Valley to a point near Portsmouth where 
it joined a large river from central Ohio, the Newark, 
to form the Cincinnati River. The drainage system above 
Nelsonville passed through no Important changes. The 
Lancaster River followed the former Logan River to join 
the Newark. Below Nelsonville, the Hocking Valley was 
drained by Athens Creek which followed the present val­
ley, except in the Beaumont-Armitage section, to join 
the Pomeroy River. Monday Creek probably was formed 
prior to this period by the capture of headwater streams 
of the Logan River. However, Sunday, Margarets, and 
Federal creeks were formed. Sunday Creek entered Athens 
Creek at Beaumont. The direction of drainage along 
Athens Creek was changed near Athens and Guysville, and
Figure 20. DEEP STAGE DRAINAGE -60-
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a general deepening of all valleys took place during 
this stage.5
Illlnoian glaciation brought many changes, espe­
cially in the upper stream course of the Hocking River 
(Figure 21).The glacier covered Fairfield County along 
a line approximately as far southeast as Sugar Grove.
The glaciated section along the river is one of rolling 
hills and filled valleys, placing the largest city, Lan­
caster, on the edge of the till plain of central O h i o . 6 
At the Lick Run col, the Haydenville River flowed over 
a low divide to establish a course along the former Lan­
caster and Athens Creeks, to flow into the Martinsville 
River at Hockingport. This reversed the drainage in the 
Lancaster Creek section of Xthe valley, but brought no 
important changes in the drainage below Welsonville.
Although the general edge of:'the ice front touched 
Sugar Grove, a lobe probably extended along the Hocking 
Valley to Rockbridge (Figures 10 and 11). An extensive 
valley train was built up, especially in the area bet­
ween Rockbridge and Logan. The fill was over 200 feet 
near Rockbridge, 150 feet near Logan, and 100 feet near 
Haydenville.^Terraces still exist near the mouth of
5. Stout, Ver Steeg, Lamb, Op. cit.. pp. 73-77* 87-
88.
6 . Jesse Hyde, The Geological History of Fairfield 
County. Ohio. Chicago, 1912, pp. 207-215.
7. Merrill, Og. cit., pp. 143-58.
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Old town Creek at elevations of 794 and 805 feet, and 
at the month of Three Mile Creek at 796 feet, at the 
mouth of Greenland Creek at 778 feet, near Enterprise 
at 810 feet, south of Logan at 800 feet, and at Plains 
at 740 feet.
Logan and Rockbridge are at the junctions of the 
former Logan-Lancaster Valley with the Haydenville Val­
ley, while Enterprise is at the crossing of Enterprise 
Run. There is considerable level land in valley bottoms 
and in terraces on both sides of the present Hocking 
and Clear Fork Valleys. The main highway, Route 33» 
crosses the valley train between Logan ana Rockbridge 
rather than following the narrow Hocking Valley.
The Wisconsin Glacier reached a line north of Sugar 
Grove. Damming of the mouth of Rush Creek resulted in the 
eroding of a narrow channel through the hill north of the 
city. The headwater streams of the Hocking River, in 
flowing away from the glacial front, filled the valley 
with gravel. Part of the valley train has been removed 
since the glacial period as the Hocking has cut into its 
valley fill. However, at Athens it is still filled to a 
depth of more than sixty feet, and it is over a hundred 
feet in many places in the upper valley, consisting of 
gravel deposited during the past two glacial periods.
The river is doing little active eroding into bedrock.
The headwaters of the Hocking were formed after the period
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of Wisconsin glaciation, following the former valleys
near Lancaster.8
Beaumont is at the junction of the Hocking and the 
old Haydenville Valley whereas Plains is located on a val­
ley train of the latter river. Route 682 follows the old 
valley past the two cities. At Beaumont the Haydenville 
River, after its junction with Sunday Creek, flowed 
across the Plains to reach the present Hocking Valley 
near the mouth of Sugar Creek. During Wisconsin glaci­
ation the Hocking River eroded its present channel along 
former tributary valleys, cutting through the Salina Col. 
The former valley is at an elevation of 715 feet at 
Plains, approximately 80 feet above the present Hocking 
River. This represents the only change in drainage below 
Sugar Grove unless the changes at Enterprise were made 
during the period of Wisconsin glaciation.9
In the Hocking Valley, cities are generally located 
at the former rather than present mouths of tributary 
valleys, especially if the change in drainage has been 
too recent to establish a wide lower valley to serve 
as the base for a city and for transportation routes.
Where cities are located at both the present and former
8 . Prank Leverett, "Glacial Formations and Drainage 
Features of the Erie and Ohio Basins,” United States 
Geological Survey, Washington, 1902, pp. ‘169-72, 288.
9. Tight, op. cit., pp. 35-36, 6 7-6 8 .
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mouths those at the latter are usually the larger. The 
headwaters of the Bremen River are now part of Rush 
Creek drainage. Lancaster is far larger than Clark Cross­
ing or Sugar Grove and is located in the former mouth 
of the tributary. Logan, near the mouths of the former 
rivers which drained the headwaters of Monday Valley, 
is larger than Doanville near the present mouth of Mon­
day Creek. Plains is located at the former junction of 
Sugar Creek and the Haydenville River while no center is 
at the present mouth of Sugar Creek. Guysville is located 
at the former crossing of Shade River while urban develop­
ment did not occur in the mouth of Federal Valley. A fifth 
example is Coolville which is near the mouths of former 
streams which flowed along the Hocking Valley to join 
the Marietta. This city is larger than Hockingport which 
is located at the present mouth of the Hocking River.
Three centers, Lancaster, Logan, and Stewart are 
located on terraces. Each of the large terraces has 
been utilized as a site. At Lancaster the river formerly 
flowed through the northern part of the terrace to reduce 
its level to an elevation of about 820 feet above sea 
level. Erosive action left a hill in the central part 
of the terrace which reaches the former level, an ele­
vation of more than 880 feet. At Logan the central part 
of the city lies on a terrace whose elevation is about 
740 feet, approximately 40 feet above the Hocking River.
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The terrace at Stewart is at an elevation of 690 feet*10
Seven of the thirty-three centers have developed 
near old valleys which have heen partially filled hy gla­
cial or alluvial deposition. The typical location is 
along the Hocking Valley at a point that is also adja­
cent to the valley of a former stream. Hooker, Rock­
bridge, Enterprise, and Logan along filled parts of the 
Lancaster Valley; Lancaster in Bremen Valley; Clark Cross­
ing in the mouth of Clark Valley; Beaumont near a 
filled part of the Haydenville Valley; have this typical 
location.
Two centers, Plains and Coolville, have developed 
upon an old valley floor back from the Hocking Valley.
In the Plains area, development of mining has caused 
much of the plain to be used for urban land use, a 
more intensive use than farming. Mining towns, rather 
than strictly commercial centers, developed in this 
area.
The Hocking River flows through a number of narrow 
sections which were formerly divides or cols. In flowing 
from the till plain near G-reencastle to the lower part 
of the plain near Hooker the river occupies a narrow 
valley in the vicinity of Roekmills. The next col is
10. Andrews, bj>. cit., p. 443.
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below Rockbridge where a section of youthful valley occurs. 
Below Diamond the valley is again constricted at the Lick 
Run Col, a major divide; also at Beaumont, Salina, and 
Sugar Creek cols.
At the great hend at Athens the valley is very wide 
due to the sudden change in direction of the river. The 
hills on the southern side of the valley have been eroded, 
leaving extensive bottom land on the northern side of 
the river. At Grosvenor, the Hocking Is now eroding the 
former valley of the Chauncey River. A short distance 
below Athens the Hocking Valley is partially constricted 
again, and the valley walls present steep slopes on both 
sides at the Athens Col. Farther down stream the valley 
gradually widens and the walls decrease In height and 
steepness all the way to the bend at Guysville. Nar- 
rowing of the valley occurs below the mouth of Fed­
eral Creek, and near Beebe the valley of the Hocking 
attains gorge like characteristics with nearly vertical walls. 
The valley remains narrow as far as its mouth with only 
a slight widening and a gradual lowering of the walls 
near Coolville. Near Its mouth the river again passes 
through a narrow col, the Ccolville Col.H
Since the Hocking River follows the valley of sev-
11. Tight, 0£. cit.. pp. 35-36.
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eral former streams some sections of it and of its former 
tributaries have been subject to erosion since the period 
of Teays drainage. These include the cols below Nelson- 
ville with the exception of the Salina Col. The Rush 
Creek, Clear Creek, Rockbridge, and Lick Run cols date 
from the Illinoian Glacier, whereas the Rocknill and 
Salina cols date from the Wisconsin Glacier. This pre­
sents an opportunity to study the location of cities 
in relation to youthful and mature sections of the val­
leys .
At present, there are no centers in youthful sec­
tions dating from Illinoian glaciation or near the for­
mer cols, and only two centers, Diamond and Frost, are 
present in youthful sections dating from Teays drainage. 
Although small centers based on natural resources devel­
oped in several youthful sections, they generally be­
came hamlets or ghost towns with the decline of the 
local resources which were accessible in these sections. 
Centers are lacking at the mouths of tributaries having 
a youthful section a short distance upstream, especially 
one dating from Illinoian or Wisconsin glaciation.
Cities did not develop at the Rockbridge or Salina 
cols. Small towns did develop at or near a number of 
cols. They were: Rockmills at Rockmill Col, East Clay­
ton at Lick Run Col, Armitage below Sugar Creek Col, 
Harmony near Athens Col, and Beebe near the Beebe Col.
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In each instance the town remained small, eventually- 
becoming a ghost town. Except for Beebe, the centers were 
based on the exploitation of natural resources. Except 
for Rockmills, the centers developed in cols dating from 
Teays drainage. Centers did not develop at the mouths 
of Federal or Clear Creeks, both of which have a youth­
ful section a short distance upstream.
Centers are generally absent In youthful sections 
which are by-passed by main roads even though rail­
roads and a canal which utilize low gradients may be 
present. This occurs In the Rockbridge-Enterprise, and 
Guysville-Coolville sections where alternate natural 
routes are present which are more direct and pass through 
a more extensive area of land In gentle slopes than the 
route along the Hocking River.
The presence of former cols provides a means of 
studying not only the locations of cities, but trans­
portation routes as well in relation to youthful sections. 
Railroads pass through all of the cols between Coolvllle 
and Lancaster while the Hocking Canal formerly passed 
through all of the cols between Athens and Lancaster.
It was necessary to use the youthful sections for these 
types of transportation because of the necessity of 
maintaining a low gradient. Although the Federal Valley 
Railroad followed this valley, it has been abandoned.
In regard to roads, federal routes pass through the cols
in the Athens-Nelsonvilie area, State routes extend 
through the Federal Creek, Beebe, and Coolville cols. 
Route 144 is a gravel road between Stewart and Cool­
ville where it passes through the Beebe Col. There are 
no federal or state routes in the lower parts of Rush, 
Monday, or Clear valleys and no roads are present in 
the Rockbridge Col, all of which date from Illinoian or 
Wisconsin glaciation. The main road crosses the upland, 
by-passing the Rockbridge Col and following the old 
valley to Enterprise, whereas in the Plains area Route 
682 crosses the upland to follow the former valley, and 
Route 50 crosses the upland between Guysville and Cool­
ville to by-pass the Beebe Col. The absence of centers 
in the youthful sections, or at the mouths of tributary 
valleys possessing youthful sections, can be partially 
explained by lack of good highways in these sections.
In each mature section of the Hocking Valley, the 
largest center is typically in a central position In 
relation to the area of level land in the valleys (Fig­
ures 22 and 2 3 ). It Is nearly central between the two 
ends of its section, depending upon the location of the 
main tributary valleys. The largest city Is In the widest 
part of the main valley near the mouths of the widest 
tributary valleys. Mining centers are exceptions. The 
size of the largest center in a section decreases where 
the main or tributary valleys are narrow as in the valley
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below Athens. The nunfoer of trade centers also decreases. 
Small centers are commonly in the narrow ends of the 
mature sections where major tributary valleys are absent 
and valley hills are high. This limits the size of the 
trade area in the valley, and high valley walls hinder 
access to areas on either side of the valley.
In the Hooker-Rockbridge section, Lancaster remains 
the largest city and is located at the junction of the 
two widest valleys, Bremen and Hocking. Its position is 
upper central in the section under consideration. The 
second largest city, Sugar drove, as well as Clark Cros­
sing are located at the mouth of Rush Valley, the next 
broadest valley in this section. Rockbridge and Hooker, 
two of the smaller centers, are situated at the ends of 
the valley section.
In the Enterprise-LIck Run section, Logan has an 
upper central location and Is In the broadest part of 
the valley. It is near the mouths of the three largest 
tributary valleys - Oldtown, Scott, and Rive Mile. The 
second center in size, Haydenville, Is nearly central 
in the section. Two small centers, Enterprise and Dia­
mond, are located near each end and in narrow parts of 
the valley.
Between Lick Run and Beaumont the largest city, 
Nelsonville, lies near the narrow upstream end. Doan- 
vllle, the next largest city, is at the mouth of the
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widest valley, Monday. Mining has occurred: mainly In 
youthful valleys near the major drainage divide in the 
Hocking Valley, placing Nelsonville near that important 
col.
In the Beaumont-Sugar Creek section Chauncey is the 
largest city and is at the mouth of the widest valley, 
Sunday. Ho towns exist in the youthful section near the 
mouth of Sugar Creek although a major highway, Alternate 
Route 50, enters along this valley.
Athens is the only city in the Sugar Creek-Athens 
section and is in a central position between the cols.
It Is near the mouth of Margarets Valley, an important 
junction point in the former drainage of the Albany 
River.
The three centers of Canaanville, Guysville, and 
Stewart are located in the Athens-Beebe section. The 
three are about equi-distant apart and are found in the 
wider part of the valley. Near the three centers the 
valley walls are not as high or steep as near the Athens 
or Beebe cols, - the location of the two ghost towns, 
Harmony and Beebe. The runs near Canaanville, the for­
mer Shade Valley north of Guysville, and Federal Creek 
north of Stewart provide natural routes for roads 
leading north into Federal Valley so that the construction 
of roads to adjacent valleys has been easier from these
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three centers than from the two ghost towns.
In the valley below Beebe the largest city, Cool­
ville, Is in a comparatively wide part of the Hocking 
Valley at a place where the only major valley crosses. 
This section of the Hocking Valley below Beebe is nar­
rowest along its entire section and also has the highest 
hills among all the sections of the Hocking Valley.
As a result of the reversal of drainage, the section 
near the mouth differs from the wide lower valley of a 
typical river. The unimportant villages of Frost and 
Hockingport, near the ends of the lower section of the 
Hocking, are the only other cities besides Coolville.
CHAPTER IV 
CENTERS IN RELATION TO PRESENT DRAINAGE
Relation to Meanders.
The centers in the Hocking Valley support the prin­
ciple that centers which are founded on or near the hanks 
of a river are founded on sites along the outer sides of 
meanders. Fifteen of thirty-two centers are located along 
the Hocking River, of which fourteen are on the outside of 
meanders. The center, Plains, has been omitted from the 
study of cities in relation to meanders since it is not in 
the present valley. Those centers on the outside of a mean­
der Include the four largest cities of Lancaster, Logan, 
Nelsonville, and Athens; the small centers of Hooker, Rock­
bridge, Canaanville, Guysville, Stewart, Coolville, and 
Hockingport; and the ghost towns of Beebe, Glen Ebon, and 
Harmony (Figures 24-28).Hockingport is at the junction of 
two rivers at a point where an outer meander of the Hock­
ing is terminated at the mouth of the river. The fourteen 
centers are located either on the slopes of the valley 
walls where gradients are gentle or at the mouths of tribu­
tary valleys. The exception, Roekmills, has become a ghost 
town. The latter is the only center which was founded in
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a youthful section of the valley where the river Is con­
fined between the valley walls. Because of the depth of 
the channel at Rockmills it was possible for a settlement 
to occupy the upland, be above flood level and still be 
close to the river itself. The locations of the mill and 
settlement respectively were dependent upon access to the 
falls. In this case the mill was on the inner side of a 
meander.
A location on the outside of a meander offers a num­
ber of advantages. Accessibility Is easier than on the in- 
ner side of a meander. Usually there is more room for ex­
pansion without the need for bridge building. The bank is 
normally higher than the inner side and lies next to the 
deeper part of the channel. Eight of the fourteen centers 
developed along the navigable part of the Hocking River 
prior to 1840, the period in which transportation on the 
river was Important. The outer bank generally provides a 
better site for a mill than the inner bank because of the 
swifter current. Eight of the centers were associated with 
mills. Below Nelsonville where flood levels In the valley 
are higher than In the upper valley, the settlers were es­
pecially careful to locate on the high land bordering the 
outer sides of meanders. Where the main valley roads leave 
the valley to cross the uplands, such crossings generally 
occur on the outsides of meanders. This is true at Hooker, 
Rockbridge, Guysville, and Coolville. Each is at a Junction
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of the main road with a valley road. A site along the outer 
hanks of a meander usually has the advantage of better 
drainage than the land along inner meanders, thus providing 
a better base for the building of a city.
Although the four major cities were founded near the 
outside of a meander, later expansion included land up and 
down stream, in some instances approaching the inner sides 
of meanders. This occurs at Lancaster, Logan and Nelsonville. 
Athens, originally located on the outside of a meander, has 
expanded on the upland until it now reaches close to the 
outside of a second meander upstream (Figure 2 7).
The centers which were located at some distance from 
the Hocking River are typically opposite the inner sides 
of meanders. This no doubt was due to the settlers desire 
to avoid the low floodplains. Some 1^ of 17 centers occupy 
such positions, with Greencastle, Haydenville, Diamond,
East Clayton, Circle Hill, and Armitage located along the 
base of the valley wall while Clark Crossing, Sugar Grove, 
Enterprise, Old Floodwood, Kimberly, Doanville, and Flood- 
wood are in the mouths of tributary valleys. The latter 
four centers are also along the insides of meanders of 
tributaries; Sugar Grove and Enterprise are along straight 
sections of tributaries; while a tributary is absent in 
the Clark Crossing area. The tributary is located along 
the side of the tributary valley in each case with the 
sites of the centers occupying the valley land on the
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opposite sides of the valleys.
Below Armitage nine of 10 centers are on the outside 
of a meander of the Hocking River. A common location is 
on the valley walls or edge of the upland above the level 
of floods. Frost is the only center on the inside of a 
meander (Figures 27-28). It was founded after the period 
of transportation on the river and was not a milling center. 
Frost is some distance from the river and on high land. 
Comparative Study of Centers Located at Valley Intersections
Most of the centers along the Hocking Valley are near 
or at mouths of tributaries, 23 of 33 having this location. 
The 10 centers which are located in a section of the val­
ley where there are no tributaries include Plains, Athens, 
and Coolville, cities which are mainly on the uplands.
Each of the three are upstream from a small tributary how­
ever, and are situated between the tributary and the main 
stream. There are no tributaries at the ghost towns of 
Rockmills and East Clayton, or the hamlets of Clark Cross­
ing, Diamond, and Circle Hill. Of the larger small cen­
ters, Guysville and Stewart are located on a side of the 
valley where tributary streams are lacking, although 
tributaries enter the Hocking from the opposite side of 
the valley.
The large cities are near or opposite the mouths of 
major tributaries, but there are no major tributaries 
which flow through the central parts of the cities.
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Fetters Run, Oldtown Creek, Monday Creek, and Sunday Creek 
lie to the east, or downstream side of Lancaster, Logan, 
Nelsonville, and Chauncey respectively (Figures 24-27). 
Lancaster, Logan, and Athens are opposite the mouths of 
Hunter Run, Clear Fork Run, Scott Run, and Margarets Creek. 
Small runs flow through Logan and Athens whereas several 
are found in Nelsonville. Chauncey lies next to a small 
run and a small run lies to the south of Plains.
Eighteen of the 23 centers which are situated near 
the mouths of tributaries are located on the upstream 
side of the tributary junctions. The main business and 
residential section of Nelsonville is above the mouth of 
a small tributary although part of the city has expanded 
below the mouth. Armitage and Canaanville straddle small 
tributaries.
Only the ghost town of Beebe and the present hamlets 
of Beaumont and Enterprise are situated below the mouths 
of tributaries. The site of Enterprise lies to the south 
of a tributary. Each of the three centers remained small, 
due partly to the lack of level land for expansion.
Each is situated along a road which leaves the Hocking 
Valley. The location of each center was determined by the 
placing of the road below the tributary. Thus, Beaumont, 
on a restricted site along the side of a valley above a 
tributary, remains a small center along Route 682, whereas
-86-
the other section of the community, Salina, has become a 
ghost town. Thus, centers are located upstream from the 
mouths of tributaries with the exception of those areas 
where the best route for a main road lies below the tribu­
tary, although in each exception the center is a hamlet 
or ghost town.
The typical tributary enters the main stream near 
or along the downstream side of the mouth of its valley. 
This leaves a valley flat above the tributary stream as 
an available site for a city. Generally, if a city is 
located at the mouth of a tributary valley it lies above 
its mouth and accessible to the main as well as the tribu­
tary valley.
Inasmuch as tributaries join the main stream at acute 
angles, the area available for settlement between the 
tributary and the main stream is triangular in shape. The 
best examples in the Hocking Valley are at Hooker, Green- 
castle, Sugar Grove, Old Floodwood, Grosvenor, and Hock­
ingport. Several of the centers are located back from 
the junction of the tributary with the main stream in 
the more open part of the triangle as at Doanville and 
Chauncey. In some cases the angle is less acute as at 
Rockbridge or Kimberly. Most of the centers are located 
back from the junction point of the Hocking and tributary 
streams because of the danger from floods on the banks 
of the streams, especially if the bottom lands are low
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at the junction point.
Floods as a Factor in Location of Cities.
The central parts of each of the 33 centers lie above 
the level of normal flood stage. Generally the sites are 
highest' in the lower valley where flood crests are highest 
in the valley, with valley slopes and uplands serving as 
the usual sites. The centers are generally 20 or more feet 
above the river. Flood stage is approximately 17 feet at 
Athens, decreasing upstream and increasing downstream de­
pending upon the size of the channel at each point.
The valley cross sections show the location of centers 
in relation to the normal elevation of the river and its 
tributaries (Figures 29-31). In some of the centers in the 
upper valley such as Hooker and Clark Crossing the eleva­
tion is less than 20 feet. Many centers in the Athens- 
Nelsonville area are approximately 20 feet above the river. 
Armitage and Harmony are two examples and both have become 
ghost towns due to destruction of the salt wells during the 
1884 flood. In the lower valley the centers are commonly 
on the valley sides and the central part of each city is 
40 or more feet above the river. This is true of Guysville, 
Stewart, Frost, Coolville, and Hockingport.
The importance of floods as a major factor in the 
location of centers in the Hocking Valley is shown by a 
brief account of the damage which has occurred in the
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past. Frequent floods occurred during the early period of 
settlement in the valley, becoming progressively more des­
tructive until the 1907 flood as the forests were removed 
from the hills and the valley bottoms were cleared for 
farming. In recent decades flood control projects have 
tended to reduce the flood level.
In the period 1800-1870, major floods occurred in 
1829, 1832, 1847,1850, 1852, 1 8 5 8, and 1859. The bridge 
at Nelsonville was carried away In the flood of May 1 8 2 9. 
During the flood of 1847 thousands of dollars were lost 
in damage to crops.1 The water rose higher than In a 
decade, and did considerable damage throughout the val­
ley. The next flood of importance occurred in the last 
week of May 1 8 5 8. Margarets Creek reached its highest 
known level and the valley bottoms near Athens were en­
tirely submerged. Another flood occurred June 5-11, when 
the Hocking River reached its highest point since 1847. 
Numerous breaks were again made in the Hocking Canal, and 
roads and railroads were damaged. The 1859 flood damaged 
every bridge across the Hocking River in Athens County 
and nearly three-quarters of the light, wooden structures 
were washed away by the flood waters. Roads also suffered 
damage in many places. Repairs to roads brought a severe
1. Heber H. Henry, Important Events in the History of 
Athens County, Ohio, Athens, 1901* PP• 2-^ fO.
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loss to the county as well as to companies such as the 
Marietta and Cincinnati Railroad.2
The 1873 flood illustrates the extent of damage in 
the valley since it was the worst flood up to that time, 
hut was exceeded by later floods up to 1907» Heavy rains 
occurred during July 3-4, 1873, causing a rapid rise in 
the river. The canal hank gave way near Hooker to add 
eight miles of water in the canal to the flood. The large 
dam near Rockmills broke to add an additional volume of 
water. By July 5th the entire valley bottom was one sheet 
of water, moving rapidly down valley.
Damage in Fairfield County was approximately $1,000,000 
with Lancaster suffering the greatest property damage.
Homes as well as transportation routes had to be repaired, 
causing financial ruin to many families and heavy loss to 
the county.
Transportation routes were severely damaged in the 
Lancaster area. Nearly all of the wooden bridges were re­
moved by the flood. The Hocking Valley Railroad grade to 
Athens was damaged in many places and several bridges were 
washed out. Total damages were about $200,000. Over a 
dozen trestles were destroyed along the Muskingum Railroad
2* History of Hocking Valley. Ohio, Chicago, 1 8 8 3, 
pp. l6l-62, b3 6 .
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and the embankment and tracks were washed out in many 
places
At Nelsonville fifty families were driven from their 
homes as the west side of the city was submerged. Water 
reached the main street of the city and all of the bridges 
in the vicinity were swept away or so severely damaged 
they had to be rebuilt. At Chauncey and Ploodwood water 
entered the second floor of buildings near the river and 
the entire population on the lowlands was forced to aban­
don its dwellings. The buildings and wells of the Hocking 
Valley Salt Company at Chauncey, as well as other salt 
works in the area, were seriously damaged. All of the 
smaller bridges in the area were destroyed. Damage to 
the canal between Athens and Logan was so great that it 
was abandoned as far upstream as Nelsonville.
Flood level in 1875 was even higher. In July the 
Hocking Valley was once more inundated and the villages 
flooded in those areas near the river. Along the rail­
roads, bridges, embankments, and portions of the roadbed, 
from a point beyond Lancaster to Athens, were again des­
troyed and trains did not run for several days. Losses 
in the valley were probably again over a million dollars.^
3 . "Damage Million in 1873 Flood," Lancaster Eagle- 
Gazette, June 3# 1950, Lancaster, Ohio, p. B 22.
4. History of Hocking Valley, Ohio, _op..cit.. pp. 163-5 .
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In February 1884, the flood crest was nearly a foot 
higher than any previous records. Loss was tremendous 
down the entire valley. The canal again suffered heavy 
damage and was never fully repaired. There were no trains 
for ten days. Of the cities, Hockingport perhaps suffered 
the greatest damage. Several thousand dollars in money and 
supplies were raised nationally and sent to the valley as 
relief. Loss to Athens County was again great, since half 
of the bridges were washed out and had to be replaced, and 
roads had to be repaired in many places.5
The most destructive flood occurred March 12-15, 1907* 
following a heavy rain and hail storm. An Immense area was 
flooded and damage of thousands of dollars occurred near 
Lancaster alone, as a flood crest of about 4| feet higher 
than former floods moved down the v a l l e y .6
In 1913, the great flood year in Ohio, the flood was 
not as severe in the Hocking Valley as in central Ohio 
since the river did not have its headwaters in the area of 
heaviest rains. However, in late March and early April the 
river was up to the level of the bridges at Lancaster. The 
west side of the city was isolated by flood water and the
5 . William Peters, Athens County, Ohio, Columbus, 1947,
pp. 281-82.
6. "Damage Million in 1873 Flood," Lancaster Eagle- 
Gazette, op. cit., p. B 22.
-95-
part of the city near the river was flooded. The tracks of 
the Traction Company were washed out in several places and 
trains did not run for several days.7
Since 1913 floods have "been less severe in terms of 
level hut annual damage has remained high as residential 
and industrial areas have spread into lower parts of the 
valley near the river. The floods of 1935, 1937, and 1948 
each caused approximately $1,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 damage.
In April 1954, the federal government agreed to fur­
nish $600,000 for the Upper Hocking Watershed flood pre-. 
vention and soil-water conservation project near Lancaster. 
This is one of 62 pilot projects in the United States which 
have been authorized by Congress to demonstrate the benefits 
of flood control when it is carried on in conjunction with 
soil conservation. A series of nine earthen dams will be 
constructed north of Lancaster. Two will be built in 1954, 
one on the North Branch of Hunters Run, and a second on the 
South Branch. Both dams are designed to store floodwater, 
act as areas for collection of sediment, and discharge 
water at a slow rate. Already 50 percent of the watershed 
area is under a co-operative agreement with the local soil 
conservation district. The dams and conservation practices 
are designed to eliminate an estimated $104,000 annual
7. Clement L. Martzolff, A Brief History of Athens 
County, Ohio, Athens, Ohio, 1916, p. 3'57
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damage from floods within Lancaster and will tend to re­
duce the flood crests downstream.^
Near Athens, highway improvements have corrected 
practically all places affected by high water. The city 
is little affected by floods since the important sections 
of Athens are on the upland, with limited occupance of the 
bottom lands. However, as flood control improves, areas 
of valley bottom will be available near Athens for urban 
land use and will provide an extensive level area for ex­
pansion of industry.9
Placing routes on higher land along the valley sides 
to avoid flood damage has influenced the location of cities 
by placing important crossroads and Junction points along 
the valley sides. The Hocking Canal and the main roads 
are near the valley sides. Railroads are principally along 
the sides except of course where they must cross the valley.
8. "Hunter’s Run Flood Prevention Plan," Columbus 
Dispatch, Columbus, Ohio, May 27, 1954, p. 3,A.
9« Survey of Industrial Potentials of Athens, Ohio, 
September l6, 1953, Athens, Ohio, pp. 1-10.
CHAPTER V
LOCATION OP CITIES IN RELATION TO RELIEF 
Cities« Routes ♦ In Relation to Relief.
Most of the cities in the Hocking Valley are located 
near a break in the valley wall. Although the cities are 
not always at the mouths of tributary valleys, the sites 
are generally less than a mile above or below the mouths. 
Exceptions are the ghost towns of East Clayton and Harmony, 
the hamlets of Diamond and Frost, and the towns of Stewart 
and Coolvllle. Breaks occur above and below Stewart on 
the same side of the valley as the city but are more than 
a mile distant (Figures 24-28).At Coolvllle, tributary 
valleys are not present but the valley walls are only 120 
and l8o feet above the valley floor.
The larger cities are located near breaks in both 
valley walls, In areas where the valley hills on each 
side of the main valley are low, with the exception of 
Nelsonville, the leading mining center. There are several 
breaks on each side of the valley near Lancaster and Logan 
while the bend at Athens makes It possible for routes to 
follow the Hocking Valley northward and eastward from the 
city and two valleys to the south offer routes southward 
and westward from the city. Although Nelsonville Is an
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exception among the large centers the other two cities in 
the area, Doanville and Kimberly, are in a section having 
low valley walls.
The remaining areas where breaks occur on both sides 
of the valley have been partially utilized as the locations 
of small centers. Breaks on opposite sides of the valley 
often provide a greater tributary area because of the pos­
sibility of building routes across the main valley. The 
other centers which are located where elevations are low 
are G-reencastle and Hooker on the till plain as well as 
Clark Crossing, Enterprise, and Chauncey. In many places 
breaks occur on opposite sides of the Hocking Valley which 
have not been utilized as the site of a city. This occurs 
above Clark Crossing, below Enterprise, below Logan, below 
Chauncey, and above Coolvllle where important cross routes 
are generally lacking.
Centers are small in sections of the Hocking Valley 
having high hills on each side. In the Diamond-East Clay­
ton section the south wall Is high and continuous, rising 
over 300 feet above the valley floor. The only break occurs 
in the northern wall while the only main road crosses the 
southern hills. A second section occurs at Harmony and a 
third in the Beebe-Frost section. In the three areas there 
are three ghost towns and two unimportant hamlets.
The larger cities, with the exception of nelsonville, 
are at the junction of valleys of gentle gradient leading
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to the lowest divides "between the Hocking and neighboring 
valleys, routes which were used by the railroads. Maximum 
elevation is 200 feet along the Pennsylvania west of Lan­
caster, the lowest divide into Clear Valley. Logan is near 
the mouths of Oldtown and Five Mile valleys, natural routes 
which are used by the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad to reach 
Monday and Raccoon valleys respectively by crossing the 
lowest divides (Figures 6-18). Chauncey was placed at the 
Junction of railroads with the building of a railroad along 
Sunday Valley, the lowest route northward along this sec­
tion of the Hocking Valley. Athens is located near the 
mouths of Factory and Margarets valleys, natural routes 
which lead to the lowest divides into Raccoon and Shade 
valleys in this section of the Hocking Valley and the 
routes utilized by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and 
New York Central respectively.
In each mature section of the Hocking Valley, with 
the exception of Nelsonville, the larger cities are at 
the approach to valleys leading to the lowest divides.
On the till plain divides are highest near Rockmills, the 
ghost town. In the Lancaster section the lowest divides 
are near this city. Clark Crossing and Sugar Grove have 
easy access into Rush Valley but the divides on the west 
are close to ^00 feet and Rockbridge has divides of over 
300 feet to the north and south. In the Logan section it 
is the only city at the mouths of valleys leading to low
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divides. The second largest city, Haydenville, is down­
stream from Route 595 which has an elevation of 100 
feet. At Enterprise, Diamond, and East Clayton all roads 
leading north to Rush or Monday valleys and south to Salt 
or Raccoon valleys are 300 feet or higher in elevation. In 
the Nelsonville area the lowest divides are at Doanville 
and Kimberly, the present centers other than Nelsonville. 
All of the centers are at the approach to low divides in 
the Chauncey-Athens area. Below Athens, Guysville, Stewart, 
and Coolvllle have low divides on at least one side and 
the other is close to 300 feet. Harmony and Frost have 
high divides on both sides of the Hocking Valley.
The larger centers in the Hocking Valley are located 
at the Intersection of tributary valleys lying at right 
angles to the main valley and leading directly to adjacent 
valleys. Main highways have developed along each of these 
tributary valleys. At Lancaster Route 22 follows Hunter Run, 
37 Raccoon Run, and Route 374 follows Buck Run southward 
from Rockbridge. Routes 75> 664, and 328 follow Oldtown, 
Clear Fork, and Scott valleys respectively, in the Logan 
area. Route 13 follows Sunday Valley in the Chauncey area. 
Near Athens Route A 50 follows Sugar Valley and 50 follows 
Margarets Valley, whereas Route 329 follows Federal Valley 
northward from Stewart. At Nelsonville where Monday Creek 
flows nearly parallel to the Hocking, the main roads cross 
the narrow upland rather than Sunday Valley.
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The larger centers and main highways are also located 
in the areas where the headwaters of neighboring rivers lie 
closest to the Hocking Valley. This occurs at Lancaster 
where routes lead northward to Walnut, eastward to Rush 
and southwestward to Clear Valleys , at Rockbridge where a 
route leads southward to Laurel Valley;, at Logan where 
routes lead southward to the West Branch of Raccoon River 
and northward to Monday Valley; at Nelsonville where routes 
extend southward to the East Branch of Raccoon Valley and 
northward to Monday Valley; at Athens where routes extend 
southward to Hewett Branch of Raccoon River and the West 
and Middle Branches of Shade River. Highways extend north­
ward to Federal Valley and southward to the East Branch of 
Shade River from the parts of the Hocking Valley lying 
closest to the headwaters of each, from Canaanville and 
Guysville respectively.
Centers are small and main roads are absent in sections 
of the Hocking Valley where small tributaries lie nearly 
parallel to the main stream. Development of centers has 
been handicapped by the difficulty of constructing roads 
at right angles to the drainage to reach tributary areas . 
near the Hocking Valley. At Harmony a tributary makes it 
necessary to place the county road along an east-west 
ridge before the route reaches the headwaters of Shade 
River. North of Harmony, south of Canaanville, northwest
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of Stewart, north of East Clayton, and south of Sugar Grove 
the difficulty of crossing drainage at right angles is 
present. The roads located in these areas follow a cir- 
cuititous route along the ridge tops. Few roads are present 
and none are main highways.
There has been a limited development of cities in 
sections of the Hocking Valley which are distant from the 
headwaters of a neighboring river, partly due to the ab­
sence of main tributary roads. The small centers of Clark 
Crossing and Sugar Grove are in a section of the valley 
which is distant from the headwaters of Clear Creek. Main 
routes do not extend from the inside of bends at Circle 
Hill and Beaumont southward to Raccoon Valley, or from 
Beebe and Frost southward to Shade Valley.
Although several centers were founded near steep val­
ley spurs, such centers have remained small. The presence 
of a spur near a city restricts direct access to the city. 
Roads crossing the uplands extend from the Hocking Valley 
from a point above or below the city in each case. All of 
the main highways have been placed on gentle slopes in 
reaching divides or ridges so that few of the centers near 
spurs have benefitted by a location at the junction of ma^or 
highways. Valley spurs with steep slopes occur on the same 
side of the Hocking Valley as the city at Haydenville, 
Diamond, Circle Hill, Floodwood, Frost, and on the opposite 
side of the valley from Clark Crossing, Sugar Grove,
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Roc kbridge, Enterprise, Doanvllle, Armitage, Harmony, Beebe, 
and Canaanville. Of the 14 centers only Haydenville, Sugar 
Grove, Rockbridge, and Doanvllle have a population exceed­
ing 100, and the largest is less than 500 population. The 
poor accessibility of the centers to areas back from the 
valley is also shown by local relief and average slope 
since they indicate cities which are located near high 
hills or spurs.
Local Relief.
Local Relief, the difference between the highest and 
lowest elevations in small unit areas, represents a means 
of analyzing cities in relation to relief. This research 
technique has been used to some extent in regional studies. 
Results obtained from a study of the Hocking Valley in­
dicates that local relief can also be a valuable tool in 
urban geography, a means of using information supplied by 
topographic maps to reveal significant relationships.
Areas with a mile frontage along the Hocking Valley, 
both up and down stream from the center of each city, and 
extending back a mile from the valley side, were used as 
the basic units in this comparative study. Generally, the 
highest points along the Hocking Valley were included in 
the unit areas. The local relief was determined for the 
near and opposite sides of the valley at each city. The 
results are indicated on figure 32 and table 1.
Local relief for the centers on the till plain is
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TABLE I 
LOCAL RELIEF
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CITY ftEAR SIDE OPPOSITE HIGHEST POPULATION
OF VALLEY SIDE IN AREA  ________
Greencastle 170 80 170 50
Rockmills l6o i4o 160 -
Hooker 40 60 60 50
Lancaster 270 290 290 24,180
Clark Crossing 270 350 350 50
Sugar Grove 280 340 340 434
Rockbridge 290 300 300 300
Enterprise 270 290 290 100
Logan 320 300 320 5,972
Hay&enville 380 360 380 200
Diamond 370 390 390 50
East Clayton 370 390 390 -
Nelsonville 330 330 330 4,845
Kimberly 310 310 310 100
Doanville 310 310 310 300
Floodwood 320 260 320 —
Old Floodwood 260 320 320 -
Glen Ebon 260 320 320 -
Circle Hill 330 270 330 50
Chauncey 330 230 330 1 ,0 1 6
Beaumont 230 330 330 50
Plains 230 330 330 1 ,0 0 4
Armitage 290 350 350 -
Grosvenor 260 300 300 -
Athens 300 360 360 1 1 ,6 6 0
Harmony 370 390 390 -
Canaanville 360 360 360 100
Guysville 320 340 340 200
Stewart 320 320 320 300
Beebe 370 330 370 -
Frost 350 310 350 50
Coolvllle 310 270 310 469
Hockingport 320 310 320 100
Sources: Elevations are from maps of the United States 
Geological Survey; population of cities of over 400 
from the 1950 Report of the United States Census, while 
population of the remaining cities are estimates.
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low j ranging from 60 to 170 feet. In the valley below Lan­
caster the centers have a local relief ranging from 290 to 
390 feet, a range of only 100 feet when both sides of the 
valley are used for comparison. The valley wall is high 
along most of the valley, presenting a barrier to trans­
portation routes.
In regard to the side of the valley lying next to 
the centers, the larger centers have a low local relief 
with the exception of mining and industrial centers 
based on local resources. The small centers are mainly 
in areas of high local relief. Examination of the local 
relief near each center below Hooker shows that two range 
between 200-240 feet, nine between 2 5 0 -2 9 0 feet, 12 between 
300-340 feet, and seven between 350-390 feet. Cities having 
a population exceeding 1000 are in areas where the local 
relief is less than 340 feet. One of the cities, Plains, 
has a local relief of 230 feet. Haydenville Is the only 
city of 100-1000 population having local relief greater 
than 340 feet. Other centers with relief over 340 feet 
are the ghost towns of East Clayton, Harmony, and Beebe, 
as well as the villages of Diamond and Canaanville. How­
ever, Beaumont has a lower local relief, 230 feet, and 
the two small centers of Clark Crossing and Enterprise, 
as well as the ghost towns of Old Floodwood, Glen Ebon, 
Armitage, and Grosvenor have a local relief ranging 
between 250 and 290 feet. These centers are either in
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the upper valley where local relief is generally low or 
near the large cities of Nelsonville, Chauncey, or Athens.
The larger centers are principally in sections of the 
valley where local relief on both sides is average or be­
low average for the valley. Eighteen of the 33 centers 
have a local relief of 300-340 feet while 10 lie between 
350-400 feet. Only two of the centers below Hooker are 
below 300 feet - Lancaster and Enterprise. The following 
centers are included in the list of those having a local 
relief ranging from 350 to 390 feet; four ghost towns, 
four hamlets of less than 100 population, and Haydenville 
and Athens among those having more than 200 popiilation.
Most of the centers are on the side of the valley 
having the lower local relief. When all of the centers 
along the valley are considered, 17 of 28 are on the side 
having the lower relief, whereas in the valley section 
below Hooker 16 of 25 are on the lower side. Since the 
local relief is the same on both sides of the valley near 
five centers, the totals in the above comparison are less 
than 33* Where the difference in local relief is over 50 
feet between the two sides of the valley near a center, 
eight of 12 centers are on the side having the lower re­
lief, and nine of 16 where the difference is over 20 feet.
Centers are generally small or are ghost towns in 
sections of the valley having high local relief on both 
sides. The local relief is 350-390 feet in the Haydenville-
-108-
East Clayton and Harmony-Canaanville sections. In these 
two sections there are two ghost towns, two hamlets of 
less than 100 population, and one town of about 200 popu­
lation. The three coal towns of Nelsonville, Doanvllle, 
Kimberly, and the centers below Guysville, with the ex­
ception of Coolvllle, have a local relief of 310-340 f©et 
on both sides of the valley. This includes one ghost 
town, three hamlets of 100 or less in population, three 
towns with a population of 200-300, and the large city 
of Nelsonville. The centers, with the exception of Nel­
sonville, are also small in these two valley sections 
although the size is greater than in the sections of 
greatest local relief.
Average Slope♦
Average slope is another means of analyzing centers 
in relation to relief. Often times general statements are 
made, such as, cities are located on large valley flats, 
in wide sections of valleys, or in sections where the hills 
are low. Average slope permits the use of quantitative 
data which may give specific meaning to such statements.
It gives some indication of the amount of land In gentle 
slopes which is available for settlement, either agricul­
tural or urban, and relative accessibility of a locality 
to Its tributary area.
In determining the average slope the Wentworth for­
mula was used since it provides a simplified method, one
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applicable to the Hocking Valley where the closeness of 
contour lines makes it difficult to use other methods.1 
This formula is as follows:
Contour Interval (Number of Contour Crossings per Mile). .
Since the contour interval was 20 feet, the simplified
formula - Number of Crossings per Mile , could he used
16b.05
to find the average slope. The decimal, as found through 
use of the formula, was converted into degrees.
Since cities were to he studied in relation to average 
slope, it seemed desirable to use a circular rather than a 
square area. The size of each circle was one having a 
radius of l| miles from the central point of each city, 
since this size was sufficient to include the valley and 
adjacent valley sides near the largest cities in the val­
ley. The minimum radius of Lancaster and Athens, the cities 
having the greatest amount of level land surrounding them, 
was used as the maximum for all cities. Traverses were 
made in a north-south, east-west, and two intermediate 
directions in counting contour crossings in order that 
the slope would represent an average. In counting contour
1. C. K. Wentworth, "A Simplified Method of Deter­
mining the Average Slope of Land Surfaces," American 
Journal of Science, Series 5, Volume 20, 1930, pp. 184-94.
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crossings along a valley, a cross section will generally 
give a much higher number than one which is parallel to 
the valley. In order to have a basis for comparison, tra­
verses were made in four directions across the three mile 
circles, using the total contour crossings divided by the 
number of miles of traverses to give the average count.
This was a laborious process but one which provided a more 
accurate count.
The lowest average slope is found on the till plain 
above Lancaster where the surface is comparatively level. 
Highest average slope is near Nelsonville, Harmony, and 
Beebe where the valley is narrow and the hills are high.
All of the centers are found within a small range. Minimum 
is 105>6' and the maximum is 19°1’ (Table 2). The majority 
of centers along the valley section of the Hocking range 
from nine to 19 degrees, which represents the general 
slope along the valley. Lowest slopes are in the upper 
valley from Logan to Lancaster and in the Athens-Chauncey 
area, where the slope is between 5°21’ and 14°4'.
The larger centers are generally in areas of low 
average slope, with the other small centers in the same 
parts of the valley also having a low average slope.
Mining centers are exceptions. Since there is a great differ­
ence in average slope between the till plain and the valley 
section, only the latter will be used in this compar­
ison. The two largest, cities rank first and second in
TABIE II -111-
AVERAGE SLOPE
CITY AVERAGE CITY AVERAGE POPULATIC
SLOPE SLOPE
Hooker 1.56 Greeneastie 4.39 50
Greeneastie 4.39 Rockmills 4.47 -
Rockmills 4.47 Hooker 1 .5 6 50
Lancaster 5.21 Lancaster 5.21 2 4 ,1 8 0
Athens 9.1 Clark Crossing 9.48 50
Plains 9.12 Sugar Grove 1 1 .3 8 434
Clark Crossing 9.48 Rockbridge 13.26 300
Logan 10.34
Enterprise 12.50 100
Sugar Grove 1 1 .3 8 Logan 10.34 5,972
Beaumont 12.28 Haydenville 15.35 200
Chauncey 12.37 Diamond 17.27 50
Enterprise 1 2 .5 0 East Clayton 17.21 -
Rockbridge 13.26
Nelsonville 16.48 4,845
Armitage 13.45 Kimberly 14.19 100
Grosvenor 13.58 Doanvllle 14.19 300
Circle Hill 14.4 Old Floodwood 15.39 -
Doanville 14.19 Floodwood 1 6 .7 -
Kimberly 14.19 Glen Ebon 15.22 *•
Coolville 14.56 Circle Hill 14.4 50
Glen Ebon 15.22 Beaumont 1 2 .2 8 50
Guysville 15.29 Plains 9.12 1,004
Haydenville 15.35 Chauncey 12.37 1 ,0 1 6
Old Floodwood 15.39
Armitage 13.45 -
Floodwood 1 6 .7 Grosvenor 13.58 -
Nelspnville 16.48 Athens 9.1 1 1 ,6 6 0
Stewart 16.49
Hockingport 17.3 Harmony 18.53 -
East Clayton 17.21 Canaanville 17.30 100
Guysville 15.29 200
Diamond 17.27 Stewart 16.49 300
Canaanville 17.30 Beebe 19.1 -
Harmony 18.53 Frost 19.0 50
Frost 1 9 .0 Coolvllle ( 14.56 469
Beebe 19.1 Hockingport 17.3 100
Sources: Average slope was obtained from maps of the 
United States Geological Survey* Population of cities 
of over 400 is from the 1950 Report of the United States 
Census, while population of the remaining cities are 
estimates. Average slope is given in degrees and minutes 
although it is written as a percentage.
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average slope. Among the first five cities with the lowest 
average slopes are three of the largest centers, and among 
the following four centers are the two having a population 
exceeding 1000, Chauncey and Plains. The exception is Nel- 
sonville which is far down the list. The first 10 centers 
having the lowest slopes include seven of the 11 centers 
with a population of over 300. The remaining centers of 300 
or more population are the two mining towns of Doanville 
and Nelsonville and two centers in the lower valley where 
average slope is high - Stewart and Coolville. The first 
10 centers also include the other two centers in the val­
ley above Logan as well as Beaumont, all lying in sections 
of the valley having the lowest average slopes and con­
taining the largest cities, but also some small towns as 
well.
The small centers are generally in areas of high 
average slope. Ghost towns are included in the 20 highest 
slopes, with five in the second 10 and three in the highest 
10. Among the seven centers having the highest slopes are 
three ghost towns, two with a population of approximately 
50, and one with a population of about 100.
In each mature section of the Hocking Valley the size 
of the center Is inversely proportional to the average 
slope. In the till plain section, Rockmills, with the 
highest slope, is the ghost town. In the valley above 
Rockbridge, the ranking is followed except for Clark
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Crossing. Near Logan* Enterprise is the sole exception 
since it has a lower average slope than Haydenville. 
Nelsonville remains the one exception in this area. All 
of the small mining towns are ghost towns except Doanville 
and Kimberly, the two centers having the lowest average 
slope. Near Chauncey the exception is Beaumont since it 
has a slightly lower average than Chauncey. Athens has 
the lowest average slope in this section. Below Harmony, 
the largest city, Coolvllle, has the lowest slope and the 
others rank in order except .for Stewart.
The larger cities are in locations combining several 
advantages. Some are related to relief such as low local 
relief and low average slope. Others are related to the 
valley walls, such as a location on the sunny side, the 
side followed by the majority of transportation routes.
CHAPTER VI 
CENTERS IN RELATION TO SUN AND SHALE
The majority of centers are located on the sunny side 
of the Hocking Valley. This includes the four largest 
cities of Lancaster, Logan, Nelsonville, and Athens 
(Figures 24-28). Only two Important centers, Coolville 
and Plains, are on the shady side and both are on the 
uplands rather than in the valley bottom. Of the 33 trade 
centers included in this study, 20 are on the sunny side, 
13 on the shady side. There are two ghost towns on the 
sunny side, and seven on the shady side. At present there 
are 18 live centers on the sunny side and 6 on the shady 
side of the valley.
The cities in the Hocking Valley, without exception, 
are in sunny locations. Although the adjacent hills do 
not present the same contrasts of shade and sunshine as 
the deep valleys of mountain areas, the cities support 
the principle that centers are generally located on the 
sunny side of valleys which have a general east-west 
direction.
The thirteen cities which are located on the shady 
side, as well as those which are located on the sunny 
side but in a narrow part of the valley, are shown on
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graphs, Figures 33-34. The same scale was used for the 
vertical and horizontal distances so there would be no 
exaggeration of relief features. A cross section was made 
along a north-south line southward from each city. The 
angle of the sun’s rays at noon on the day of the winter
solstice was determined for the latitude and a line was
drawn at the proper angle to the base of the hill lying 
south of each city. In this way the greatest amount of 
shade produced at noon could be determined.
The angle of the rays, in each Instance, is greater 
than that of the slopes so that little shade is produced
at this time of day near any of the centers. The hills
are not high along the valley so the area of shade is 
not great except in early morning and late afternoon.
At present, there are no centers along the base of 
the valley wall on the shady side of the valley. The cen­
ters of Rockmills and East Clayton were the only centers 
which originally occupied shady locations but both became 
ghost towns.
The typical location of centers situated on the shady 
side is at the mouth of a tributary valley. This includes 
Rockbridge, Enterprise, Kimberly, Old Floodwood, Beaumont, 
Grosvenor, and Harmony. In the case of Armitage, the Hock­
ing Valley lies to the south due to the bend at Athens. As 
a result, each city is exposed to the sun during at least 
the middle portions of each day due to the break in the
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valley wall at each site and to the presence of a valley 
south of the city. Enterprise is the only center situated 
in an east-west valley, hut the southern wall is only about 
50 feet high so the center has adequate exposure to the sun. 
The remaining centers on the shady side are on the upland 
where there is access to insolation. These include Glen 
Ebon, Plains, and Coolville.
The centers on the sunny side are typically in a part 
of the valley which extends southeastward from the city.
Of 20 centers on the sunny side, 14 are in this location, 
giving them their greatest exposure to the sun during the 
first half of the day. Two are in that part of the valley 
having a northeast-southwest axis. Thus, in the afternoons 
and evenings they have abundant sunshine. Athens and Guys- 
ville are near the southern tip of an upland spur and are 
exposed to sunshine at all periods of the day.
Although none of the present cities are along the 
shady side of the valley where high hills are present, 
several are near the base of the hills along the sunny side. 
The latter include Logan, Haydenville, Diamond, Nelson- 
ville, Athens, Canaanville, Guysville, Stewart, Beebe, and 
Frost. The large cities of Lancaster, Logan, Nelsonville, 
and Athens have expanded up and over the sunny slopes while 
little residential expansion has taken place on the shady 
slopes near each city. Several centers were originally 
established on sunny slopes. These include Greencastle,
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Guysville, Stewart, Frost, and Hockingport. The majority 
of the latter centers are in the valley below Athens 
where it is narrow and the valley walls are high.
Once again, a geographic factor appears to be in­
fluential in the well-being of cities. Here is evidence, 
if any is needed, that the amount of direct sunshine in 
a locality seems to influence the progress of urban 
centers.
CHAPTER VII
EFFECT OF TRANSPORTATION ON DEVELOPMENT OF CITIES
River Transportation. 1795-1840«
The Hocking River, during the period of early settle­
ment, was a comparatively Important commercial route. Flat- 
boats and small barges were built to float products to the 
Ohio River. Store owners In each city purchased surplus 
agricultural products from the farmers In the local trade 
area, then arranged for the building of a flatboat and 
shipment of their purchases. Lumber and produce were hauled 
by wagon to the bank of the river where the boat was built. 
Boats, when loaded, usually drew so much water It was dif­
ficult to pass low mill dams and shallow rapids except 
during periods of high water. In consequence, spring and 
fall were the principal seasons for navigation. Many flat- 
boats were floated as far as New Orleans to reach markets. 
There, boats were usually broken up and sold. The return 
trip was difficult because it was necessary for the men to 
travel overland by foot or on horseback. Later when steam­
boats came into use on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, 
flatboats from the Hocking Valley generally were taken only 
as far as Cincinnati. Flatboating on the Hocking River 
required a great deal of labor for each trip and at best
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was a hazardous and slow method of shipping products to 
distant markets.
Since Rush Creek was the head of navigation for loaded
flatboats, only the cities located below this tributary 
were situated along the navigable section of the river. Of 
the 13 cities In existence by 1 8 3 6, nine developed along 
this section.
Eight of these nine cities developed on elevated land 
along the outer banks of a meander, occupying sites near 
the navigable part of the channel. The exception was En­
terprise. The smaller size of the river near the head of 
navigation as well as the falls at Logan restricted use 
of the upper part of the Hocking for boats. This center 
remained a small cluster of houses.
Growth of cities along the navigable section was slow, 
due partly to the difficulties Involved in river trans­
portation. Commercial and industrial development, depen­
dent upon an efficient, economical means of shipping 
bulky products, was handicapped by the uncertainty of 
water depth. Improvement of the channel by deepening 
and straightening was not. practicable and In its stead, 
in 1840 a canal was constructed along the side of the 
valley and brought an end to the period of navigation on 
the river. The largest centers at this, time were Athens 
Logan, Hockingport, Nelsonvllle, and Coolville with popu­
lations of 710, 436, 250, 150, and 120 respectively. Of
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all of the centers only Grosvenor declined In size, becom­
ing a ghost town. However, It was located some distance 
from the banks of the Hocking and did not benefit by 
navigation activity.
Of the cities which had developed by 1840, Hocking- 
port was particularly aided by river transportation. Growth 
was due to its function as a port for the lower valley and 
Its service as a transfer point on the Ohio River. Manu­
factured goods which were destined for merchants in Athens 
County, were often shipped along the Ohio River from Cin­
cinnati or Wheeling by steamboat. The goods were landed 
at Hockingport and hauled to various parts of the county, 
contributing to the building of this thriving commercial 
center. These articles were seldom transported by boat 
up the Hocking in competition with other means of trans­
portation because of the difficulty of poling flatboats 
against the current. Even though imports were normally 
low in total tonnage the Hocking River was inadequate to 
bring all the products to Its cities.
Roads, 1800-1955.
Most of the early communities developed along one 
of the main roads which were constructed during the period 
1805-1815 (Figure 35). Zane's 'trace' and the Marietta- 
Chillicothe trail were widened into wagon roads about 1805  
to provide improved routes through Lancaster and Athens 
respectively. The Athens-C00Ivilie road, completed by 1 8 0 6,
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followed the eastern side of the valley to the Guysville 
area, then crossed the upland to the Coolville area. The 
Columbus-Athens road, built by 1810, followed the eastern 
side of the Hocking Valley with the exception of the Rock­
bridge-Enterprise section where the route crossed the up­
land. Extension of the valley road from Guysville to Hock- 
ingport along the eastern side of the valley occurred in 
1815. 1
The leading cities at this time in Fairfield, Hock­
ing, and Athens counties were Lancaster, Logan, and 
Athens, each a county seat, largely because of their 
accessibility from all areas in the county. Building 
roads radially from the county seat gave them preferred 
locations at the focal points of the road network.
Roads were built from the county seat to the county 
line in the direction of larger cities in neighboring 
counties. Co-operation by the latter resulted in com­
pletion of roads among the main cities of southeastern 
Ohio by 1840. Lancaster became a crossroad site with 
completion of the Columbus-Athens road and the Maysville- 
Zanesville road. A road was built northward to Basil and 
one eastward to Bremen soon after Lancaster became the 
county seat. Athens had a similar radial network of roads.
1. History of Hocking Valley, Ohio, Interstate Pub­
lishing Company, Chicago, 1 8 8 3, p. 6 5 2.
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The Hocking Valley and Marietta-Chillicothe roads provided 
access to areas in the western and eastern parts of Athens 
County. In the decade 1810-1820, roads were constructed 
northward along Sunday Valley and southward toward the 
Ohio River. The leading decade of road building in Hocking 
County was in the 1820’s when roads were constructed from 
Logan to the following parts of the county: south toward 
McArthur to the county line, 1819; south toward Chilli- 
cothe to the county line, 1820; southwest toward Laurel- 
ville, 1821; northwest toward Bremen in Fairfield County, 
1823; north toward McConnelsvllle, 1 8 2 6. The political 
centers became the leading cities of each county partly 
as a result of the construction of these roads
The more rapid growth of the three county seats than 
the other centers in the valley was also due to their 
accessibility to the national Road. Manufactured goods 
were hauled to Lancaster, Logan, and Athens from the 
east coast cities, then distributed to local stores and 
to smaller centers in the Hocking Valley.
The National Road, completed from Cumberland, Mary­
land, to Columbus, Ohio,in 1833 along a route lying north 
of the Hocking Valley, was an important improvement in
2. Francis Gordon, Early History of Hocking County, 
Columbus, 1940, p. 6 7.
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transportation. Packhorses had heen widely used when 
trails were the only means of reaching the Hocking Val­
ley hy overland routes. Replacing trails with wagon roads 
provided a means for local hauling. By following the 
National Road and secondary roads leading southward to 
the valley, Conestoga wagons, which could carry up to 
ahout five tons, could generally transport sufficient 
manufactured goods to satisfy local needs. However, 
high prices resulting from high transportation costs 
limited the amount of agricultural products which could 
be shipped to Baltimore along the National Road.
In the Hocking Valley, poor local roads and flood­
ing rivers were a limiting factor in urban growth. Dur­
ing the early decades of settlement, roads were ex­
tremely rough. The rivers were often too high and the 
roads too muddy to be passable for a horse and wagon.
As travel increased, the roads were improved to become 
passable at all seasons, providing easier and more 
rapid transportation. The Maysville-Zanesville route, 
resurfaced about 1840, was one of the first all weather 
roads in the Hocking Valley. Although improved roads 
and wagons permitted some expansion of trade, espe­
cially importation of goods, an adequate means of trans­
porting agricultural and mineral products was not provided 
by this form of transportation.
It was necessary to ford many streams and ferry
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across deep rivers until bridges were built. Ferry boats, 
such as those operated at Athens, were scows which were 
poled or rowed across the river. The cost of crossing 
was low by present standards but expensive during the 
early period of travel due to the scarcity of money.
Rough bridges of logs and split slabs were con­
structed over some of the smaller streams during the 
1820's. After saw mills became numerous planks were used. 
The first bridges built across the Hocking River were 
completed at Nelsonville and Athens during the period 
1832-1834.3 Since the bridges were not constructed 
until after the early settlements had been founded, the 
typical location was at a place where the river could 
be forded, lying at a point where a trail or road cros­
sed the river.
CITY LOCATION IN RELATION TO ROADS, RIVERS
Hockingport Junction of Hocking and Ohio Rivers
Rockmills Near Columbus Road
Athens Intersection of Marietta-Chillicothe
trail and Hocking River.
Grosvenor Intersection of Marietta-Chillicothe
trail and Hocking River 
Lancaster Intersection of Zane's trace and
Hocking River 
Greeneastie Intersection of Columbus-Athens road
and tributary of Hocking 
Hooker Crossing of tributary by Columbus-
Athens road
3. Hervey Scott, A Complete History of Fairfield 
County, Ohio, Columbus, 1 8 7 7, p. 1 6 3. At Athens the east 
bridge was built in 1 834, the west bridge in 1836, and 
the south bridge in 1 8 3 9.
CITY LOCATION IN RELATION TO ROADS, RIVERS
Rockbridge Intersection of Columbus-Athens road
and Hocking River
Logan: Crossing of tributary by Columbus-
Athens road
Nelsonville Crossing of tributary by Columbus-
Athens road
Coolville Intersection of Athens-Coolville road
and Hocking River
Enterprise , Intersection of Columbus-Athens road
and Hocking River
Guysville Intersection of Athens-Coolville road
and Hocking River.
Seven of the thirteen centers were located at a place 
where the main stream could be forded and four centers 
were near a ford in the lower part of a tributary stream 
along the main routes in the valley. Only Hockingport 
and Rockmills were not located at important fords in the 
rivers.-a convergence of routes generally took place at 
the intersections of roads and rivers so that a halting 
point in travel and commerce occured due to the natural 
barrier to transportation, thereby aiding the develop­
ment of the cities.
Eight of the thirteen centers developed along the 
valley road on the eastern side of the valley, the side 
toward the main source of immigration. The valley road 
followed the eastern side along most of the valley, con­
necting the cities of Lancaster, Athen, and Hockingport. 
The later centers along the road were mainly on the east­
ern side.
Grosvenor, the only center situated opposite a rival
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trade community, declined as Athens became the leading 
commercial center in the area, aided by the completion 
of three toll bridges at Athens. Although the Hocking 
River remained a financial barrier to travel for many 
years due to the tolls, it became easier to reach Athens 
from areas south of the river. The bridges permitted an 
extension of Athen's trade area and this was a factor 
in the decline of Grosvenor. Athens was also placed at 
the crossing of the main valley road with the Marietta- 
Chillicothe road. This commercial advantage, as well 
as its political and educational functions resulted in 
the rapid growth of Athens.
Eleven of the thirteen centers developed at a point 
where the valley road was near an open plain or wide 
valley. Nine were founded along the main valley road, 
while Athens and Lancaster were founded where important 
trails crossed the valley.
The main street of each of the eleven centers pre­
sent in 1 8 3 6, was a section of the main road. In Athens 
and Lancaster orientation of the streets coincided ap­
proximately with the cardinal points as well as the sec­
tions of the river west and south of the two centers. 
Their main streets were oriented at right angles to the 
Hocking River in those communities which were located 
near a point where the road crossed the river, as at 
Enterprise and Coolville.
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Road a were an Important factor In the development 
of early centers in the Hocking Valley. During the period 
18 3 6 -1 9 0 0 other forms of transportation were particularly 
important as a factor in the rise of cities. The last 
centers founded in the valley during the decade 1900- 
1910 developed principally as a result of a location along 
a main road or at the crossing of two roads. This was 
true of Circle Hill, Plains, Clark Crossing, and Beebe.
The small number of new centers was due partly to lack 
of any significant changes in the road network. There 
were no additional crossroads which could serve as the 
sites of new centers. Development of roads involved the 
improvement of existing routes rather than the addition 
of new ones.
By 1910 most of the wagon roads in the Hocking Valley 
were still unimproved dirt roads, with a few sections of 
the main roads in the valley improved by surfacing with 
gravel. Since the State of Ohio left surveys, construction, 
and maintenance of roads to the counties the routes served 
county needs. Roads in each county generally consisted of 
a radiating network from the larger cities to surrounding 
areas together with secondary roads which reached each 
small center, resulting in an un-co-ordinated system of 
roads in the valley. Roads were used mainly for local 
distribution and collection from the larger cities. Gen­
erally, the amount of money available for maintenance of
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roads was inadequate, resulting in deterioration. Although 
the growth of cities during the period 1 836 -1 9 1 0 was due 
to some extent to a location along main roads, their unim­
proved nature in comparison with the Hocking Canal and the 
railroads in the valley relegated roads at this time to a 
minor role in the development of cities.
During the period 1910-1955 the roads in the valley 
were Improved, the main routes first. A system of state 
roads was established by 1915 when the main roads in the 
valley were selected as state routes. During the 1920's 
the main roads were straightened and all-weather roads 
produced by surfacing with brick, concrete, or macadam.
By 1940, the present system of federal, state, and county 
roads had been established and the federal and state roads 
were modernized by elimination of curves and building of 
wider bridges. Most of the county and township roads were 
finally resurfaced with gravel to make them more passable 
at all seasons.^
Straightening of the federal routes resulted in the 
by-passing of Hooker, Rockbridge, Enterprise, and Guys­
ville, handicapping their growth. The population of Hooker 
declined from about 300 in 1910 to approximately 50 at 
present. Formerly the center was prosperous due to its
4. An Outline of the History of Ohio1s Roads, Colum 
bus, Ohio, 1949j PP. 20-45•
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POPULATION OP MAJOR CITIES
CITY 1840 I8 5O i860 1870 1880 1890
Lancaster 3272
114#
3483
6$
4303
23$
4725
10$
6803
45$
7555
11$
Athens 710 898 
2 6$
1316
46$
I696
30$
2457
45$
2620
6$
Logan 436
35$
798
83$
1489
87$
1827
23$
2666
46$
3119
17$
Nelsonville - - 741 1080
46$ 187$
4558
47$
Chauncey - - - 201 185 -
Sugar Grove - - - - 262 375
Coolville 120 - - 334 323 330
CITY 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940 1950
Lancaster 8991
19$
13,093 
45 $
14,706
12$
1 8 ,7 1 6
27$
21,940
17$
2 4 ,1 8 0
10$
Athens 3066  
17$ 78$
64l8
17$
7252
13$
7696
6$
1 1 ,6 6 0
52$
Logan 3480
11$
4850
40$
5493
13$
6080
10$
6177
1$
5972
-3$
Nelsonville 5421
21$
6082
12$
6440
6$
5322
-27$
5368
1$
4845
-10$
Chauncey - 821 1178 1269 1234 1016
Sugar Grove 350 368 420 388 429 434
Coolville 315 370 457 475 463 469
Plains — — - - 1067 1004
Sources: Reports of the United States Census, l840- 
1950: History of Hockins Valley, Ohio, Chicago, 1883, 
pp. 129, 186: William Peters, Athens County, Ohio, 
Columbus, 1943., pp. 6 5-6 6 . The.1840 percentages 
represent deviations from 1 8 3 0.
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location at the junction of the old and new Columbus roads. 
Removing the curve at Hooker in Route 33 has taken the 
hamlet off the main route and with it trade from passing 
traffic. Removal of curves on Route 33 at Rockbridge and 
Enterprise as well as on Route 50 at Guysville has led to 
a similar decline in these centers. Roads have become 
through routes, decreasing the trade from tourists and 
other motorists.5
During the period in which modern highways and motor 
vehicles were developing, Lancaster and Athens continued 
to grow, becoming the largest centers in the Hocking Val­
ley. They are the only cities in the valley which are 
located on federal routes which cross the valley, and at 
the junction of two federal routes. State and federal 
routes provide the greatest accessibility to the surround­
ing area of any location in the valley. The value of the 
roads is reflected in part at least, in the growth of popu­
lation of the two cities. The population of Lancaster in­
creased from 13*093 in 1 9 1 0, to 1 8 ,7 1 6 in 1 9 3 0, to 2 4 ,1 8 0  
in 1950. The population of Athens increased from 5,463 
in 1910, to 7,252 in 1930, to 11,660 in 1950.
Lancaster is a shopping center for about 8 0,000 people
5. "By-pass at Guysville and Hooker," Lancaster 
Eagle-Gazette, Lancaster, Ohio, June 3, 1950, p. E 20.
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LOCATION OP CENTERS IN RELATION TO THE ROAD NETWORK
CITY POPULATION FEDERAL STATE 
ROUTES ROADS
NO. OF COUNTY 
TOWNSHIP ROADS
LARGE CITIES
Lancaster 24,180
Athens 11,660
Logan 5,972
Nelsonville 4,845
COMMERCIAL CENTERS
Coolville 469
Rockbridge 300
Stewart 300
Guysville 200
Enterprise 100
Canaanville 100
Hockingport 100
Greencastle 50
Hooker 50
Clark Crossing 50
Frost 50
INDUSTRIAL CENTERS
Chauncey 1016
Plains 1004
Sugar Grove 434
Doanville 300
Haydenville 200
Kimberly 100
Diamond 50
Circle Hill 50
Beaumont 50
GHOST TOWNS 
Floodwood 
East Clayton 
Beebe 
Grosvenor 
Harmony 
Rockmills 
Glen Ebon 
Old Floodwood 
Armitage
22 33 37 158 188  
33 50 56 682 
33 75 664 328
33 216 278
33*
50
33*
50*L
50
33*
33
33*
33
33
33
33*
7 144 
374 
329 144 
329
10
4
3
4
3
1
2
1
124 144 2
crossroads
1
crossroads
crossroads
13 1
682 2
3 Intersect 
crossroads 
2
691 2
682
278
crossroads 
3 intersect 
3 intersect 
1 
1
dead end 
dead end
* The center is located near, but not on the highway.
The centers are listed as commercial or industrial, depen­
ding upon the dominant function since the industrial cen­
ters owe part of their growth to commercial activities.
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and Its retail sales are approximately $35 million.6 Its 
retail trade area extends slightly "beyond the boundaries 
of Fairfield County. This development resulted in part 
from a location at the intersection of a larger number 
of federal and state routes than for any other city In the 
valley. Lancaster is located at the crossing of Federal 
Routes 33 and 22. Other roads lead to other parts of the 
state: State Routes 158, 37* and 188 to cities lying north 
and east of Lancaster and 188 to areas west of the city.
In addition, ten township or county roads extend from
Lancaster to the surrounding area (Figure 8).
Athens is In the center of a retail trade area of 
approximately 20 miles radius which includes essentially 
Athens County. Over 100 stores serve about 40,000 people 
whose potential buying power is approximately $20 million. 
According to one source, Athens Is among the 200 best re­
tail centers in America and the second best in Ohio.7 To­
gether with wholesalers, its stores employ about 450 per­
sons with an annual payroll of approximately $l£ million. 
The wholesalers serve twelve counties in Ohio and West 
Virginia, principally with food products and building
6. These Are Facts, Lancaster, Ohio, July, 1954,
pp. 1-2.
7. Survey of Industrial Potentials of Athens, Ohio, 
Athens, Ohio, September, 1953* PP» 1-20.
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materials (Figure 7) .
Athens is at the intersection of Federal Routes 50 
and 33, with many important roads leading into each route. 
Route 50, which extends eastward to Washington D. C., is 
the shortest route from southern Ohio to the Atlantic 
Coast. Westward this route extends to Cincinnati and St. 
Louis. Route 33 crosses Ohio from western Michigan and 
connects with centers in West Virginia. State Routes 56 
to Circleville and 682 to Plains offer additional improved 
highways to areas in the state situated west of the city.
Logan and Nelsonville have shown a decline in popu­
lation, a fact that is reflected in the limited develop­
ment of improved roads near the cities. Logan declined 
from 6,177 in 1940 to 5,972 in 1950 while Nelsonville 
declined from 6,440 to 1920 to 4,845 in 1950. Each is 
reached by only one main highway, Route 33 and by two 
state routes which provide access to areas on either 
side of the valley.
The size of the eleven small, commercial centers 
is directly proportional to the number of important 
routes. Coolville, the largest, is the only one located 
along a single federal and two state routes. Of the 
three centers with populations of 200-300, Rockbridge 
and Guysville are located on a state route and near a 
federal route while Stewart is located on two state 
routes. Centers with a population of approximately 100
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have the following locations: Enterprise - near a federal 
route and reached by two county roadsj Canaanville - on 
a federal route but reached by no other roadsj Hocking­
port - no federal routes but reached by two state routes. 
The latter city is similar to Stewart in the number and 
type of routes. However, the trade area of Hockingport 
is limited by the lack of a bridge across the Ohio River 
at this point. Of the four commercial centers, which are 
smallest in population, three are at the crossing of two 
county roads while the fourth, Hooker, is near a federal 
route, but is reached by only one county road.
The nine small industrial-commercial centers show 
less correlation with the road pattern, having developed 
near industries. Their size is dependent mainly on the 
size of the local industry. However, retail trade has 
become a secondary function so that the size of these 
centers has been effected by the number and type of roads 
providing access to the local market area. Of the nine 
centers, only Chauncey the largest, is situated at the 
Junction of a federal and state route. Plains lies along 
a state route while the next largest centers, Sugar Grove 
and Doanville, are reached by county or township roads.
Of the five smallest industrial centers, all front either 
a federal or state route. However, the three with a popu­
lation of only about 50 are limited to one highway.
Each of the nine ghost towns was handicapped by poor
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access ibility to the surrounding area. Only Floodwood 
was located near the main valley road, while East Clay­
ton and Grosvenor were located along main roads which 
crossed the Hocking Valley. Rockmills and Glen Ebon were 
reached by unimproved county roads while Old Floodwood 
and Armitage were on dead end roads., Rockmills and Beebe 
were in sections of the valley which were not traversed 
by a main road, while East Clayton, Glen Ebon, Harmony, 
Old Floodwood, and Armitage were on the opposite sides 
of the valley from the main valley road. Of the latter 
five centers, only Glen Ebon had direct access to the 
valley road due to the presence of a bridge across the 
river at this point.
Hocking Canal, 1836-1894.
The Hocking Canal, in contrast to roads which were a 
factor in the development of cities during the entire 
period of development, affected the development of cities 
chiefly during the period 1840-1870. While roads were 
particularly important during the early and recent periods 
of development, the canal was important during the middle 
period of historical growth.
The Hocking Canal was constructed from Carroll to 
Athens during the period 1832 to l84l. At Carroll it 
joined with the Ohio Canal, which was constructed across 
Ohio from Portsmouth to Cleveland to connect the Ohio 
River with Lake Erie. The Lateral Canal Company, organized
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in 1826, built the first section of the Hocking Canal from 
Carroll to Lancaster in 1 8 3 6. Due to financial difficulties 
the company sold out to the State of Ohio in December 1 8 3 8, 
and the remainder of the canal from Lancaster to Athens 
was completed by the Ohio Board of Public Works. The entire
O
canal was in operation by 1 8 4 2.
Opening the Hocking Canal stimulated the growth of 
new centers. During the period 1836-1852, seven centers 
were founded, with four appearing in the years 1839 and 
1840 in anticipation of canal construction. Four pf the 
seven centers developed along the canal. Beaumont was 
established across the river from the canal, and the 
centers of Harmony and Canaanville originated near the 
southern end of the canal. Eleven cities were present 
in 1836 whereas 18 were in existence by 1 8 5 2, a decade 
after the canal was completed to Athens, after which 
there were no additions until 1 8 7 0. In 1 8 5 2, twelve of 
the l8 centers were located in the section of the Hocking 
Valley reached by the canal and nine of the 12 vjere 
along the banks of the canal. The centers founded during
8. The canal was completed in the following sections: 
Lancaster to Bowner's Lock above Logan, l6| miles by 1 8 3 9; 
Bowner's Lock to Nelsonville, l6| miles by 1840,* Nelson­
ville to Athens, 20 miles by 1841. Total length was 53 
miles and the total cost was $947,670. It had 31 locks,
8 dams, 34 culverts, and 1 aqueduct of 80 feet over the 
Hocking River near Chauncey. Scott, o j d . cit., p. 150.
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the main canal period were:
CITY YEAR FOUNDED MAIN TRANSPORTATION ROUTE
Canaanville
Haydenville
Chauncey
Armitage
Harmony
Beaumont
Sugar Grove 1839
1839
1840 
1840 
1848 
1850 
1852
Athens-Coolville road 
Hocking Canal
Hocking Canal
Township road
t!
! I
11
11
The canal was located along the base of the valley wall, 
above flood level.
The Hocking Canal brought about a reversal of navi­
gation in the Hocking Valley. Formerly, Sugar Grove had 
been the head of navigation on the river. Canal transpor­
tation moved in the direction of central Ohio so that all 
of the products shipped to or from the valley now passed 
Lancaster, making Athens the head of navigation for canal 
boats. Although all of the centers between Hooker and 
Athens benefitted by canal transportation, the cities of 
Lancaster, Logan, and Athens expanded at a greater rate 
than the others.
Growth of these cities was directly proportional 
to the order in which canal construction reached them, 
and to their location in relation to their distance from 
the end of the canal at Carroll. The reversal of navigation 
Is reflected in the rapid expansion of Lancaster after 1836, 
a population Increase of 114 percent between 1830 and 1840. 
Athens became a terminal city for the entire lower part
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of the valley which was not reached by the new means of 
transportation. The latter section now became the most 
distant area In the valley from central Ohio markets by 
way of the canal. During the decade in which canal con­
struction reached Logan and Athens, the population in­
creased 83;"perceht and 26 percent respectively.
The Hocking Canal provided access to more distant 
markets through Its connection with the Ohio Canal. For 
the first time low cost transportation was available for 
shipments of raw materials and importation of manufac­
tured goods.
By providing a more adequate means of shipping agri­
cultural products to markets, the canal aided the expan­
sion of farming. Farmers enlarged their operations.
Prices for farm products increased while prices for many 
manufactured articles decreased. The increased buying 
power of the farmers stimulated trade in the cities.
Lancaster, Logan, and Athens continued to increase 
In population until 1 8 7 0. In Lancaster ten warehouses 
were built for storage of agricultural products, prin­
cipally the surplus wheat crop of the county. Goods for 
local stores and for other towns in the area were largely 
shipped by boat, then distributed from the warehouses. 
Wagons were used for local collection and distribution. 
Logan served as the chief distribution center in Hoc­
king County while Athens became the shipping center of
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Athens County. The three cities became the leading milling 
centers of their respective counties as a result of ac­
cess to wheat and corn stored In warehouses and low cost 
shipping facilities. In Logan an iron foundry and two 
iron furnaces were built near the canal to take advantage 
of canal transportation in assembling raw materials and 
shipping bulky products to markets.9
Although expansion took place in Lancaster, Logan, 
and Athens soon after the canal reached each city, con­
tinued growth was at a slow rate. The decade 1 8 6 0-1 8 7 0, 
brought an Increase of only 300-400 in each city. Al­
though the advantages of this new form of transportation 
aided urban growth, it had a number of faults.
The greatest dangers to continued use of the canal 
were recurring floods, either of the Hocking or a tribu­
tary entering the valley from the east to supply water 
to the canal or flow under the canal through a culvert 
in reaching the main stream. Banks, culverts, locks, and 
dams were repeatedly damaged, requiring costly delays 
while repairs were made. The flood of April 1 8 5 2, caused 
several large breaches in the canal bank between Ghauncey 
and Athens and the Athens dam Itself was partially de­
stroyed. In 1857 a breach was made near Lancaster as a
9. Scott, op. cit., pp. 145-62.
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culvert was washed out, resulting in an Interruption of 
shipping for twelve days while repairs were completed. 
During the winter months the canal was closed because 
of ice. Repairs were usually; needed after the winter and 
spring floods. 10
Proper depth was difficult to maintain. The section 
above Hooker, the highest part of the canal, crossed a 
plain north of the Hocking River. Fully loaded boats could 
not pass over this summit until 1 8 5 1, since the low water 
level and accumulation of silt in the bed of the canal 
madethis impossible. In many parts of the canal low water 
was usual in August and September. In 1 8 5 1, there was a 
deficiency in level behind the dams and locks resulting 
from diminished flow of creeks entering the canal. Bars 
accumulated at inlets where streams flowed into the chan­
nel or basins. Washing or sliding of sediment down the 
embankments slowly decreased the depth, necessitating 
frequent dredging of the bed.H
In expectation of canal construction, Nelsonville 
was transformed into a growing raining town in the 1 8 3 0’s. 
Mineral lands were purchased along the valley from Lick­
ing:;' Run to Monday Creek and mines were opened on both
10. Twentieth Annual Report of Board of Public Works, 
1 8 5 8, Columbus, Ohio'," lB59, pp. 3^39.
3-1* Twelth Annual Report of Board of Public Works, 
1 8 5 1, Columbus, Ohio, 1852," pp. 9-34.
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sides of the valley in the Nelsonville area. The first 
load of coal was shipped in August 1840, shortly after 
completion of the canal to the city.
The slow growth of Nelsonville was due in part to 
the slow development of coal mining in the area, the only 
important industry. Expansion of mining was dependent 
upon development of better canal facilities such as barges 
and increased channel depth. Since this was one of the 
first coal fields reached by the canal;- system, Hocking 
Valley coal was the first to reach many markets in Ohio.
As demand for coal slowly increased after 1840, coal 
mining expanded. The lack of adequate equipment, during 
the early mining period, necessitated a large labor 
force. This was a contributing factor to the growth of 
Nelsonville. At first coal was hauled to the canal from 
the mines by oxen or horses, then loaded on canal barges 
by use of wheelbarrows. Tramways were introduced in the 
1 8 5 0fs, permitting direct haulage of coal from the mine 
to the barge. During the following decade improved min­
ing methods as well as larger operations by capitalists 
who gained control of many mines, combined to permit 
mining of more coal than could be hauled by canal barge 
or could be profitably marketed.
12. History of Hocking Valley, op. cit., p. 829
-146-
Opening of the canal led to a growth of centers depen­
dent upon bulk resources of low total tonnage. Development 
occurred near sandstone strata; exposed strata available 
for quarrying, and subsurface strata containing salt 
brine.
Decline in transportation on the canal occured in 
the 1 8 7 0’s. The 1873 flood destroyed the dam at Chauncey 
as well as many parts of the canal bank between Nelson­
ville and Athens. Since the estimated tolls from the use 
of the canal would not pay for the required repairs and 
maintenance, this section was abandoned. Later floods 
and increased competition from railroads led to the aban­
donment of the remainder of the canal between Nelsonville 
and Carroll in 1 8 9 4.
Railroads, 1856-1955.
The early railroads in the Hocking Valley, like the 
first trails, crossed the valley in the Lancaster and 
Athens areas. The Muskingum Railroad was built across 
Fairfield County, the route crossing the Hocking Valley 
at Lancaster. Chartered in February 1 851, it was com-
13. In 1843, 127,853 bushels of coal and 10,279 
barrels of salt were shipped from Athens County by canal 
boat. From 1840 to 1 894, the canal earned nearly $300,000 
in tolls. By acts of April 11, 1873 and May 1 8, 1894 it 
was abandoned. Clement Martzolff, A Brief History of 
Athens County Ohio, Athens, 1916, p. 2 3 .
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pleted in 1856 to connect the cities of Cincinnati and 
Zanesville.^ The Marietta and Cincinnati, completed 
the same year, crossed the valley from Canaanville to 
Athens.
The Hocking Valley Railroad was the result of 35 
years of discussion and planning, beginning in 1834. An 
early meeting was held in Logan in May 1853 to form a 
company but the project was abandoned in the panic of 
1857* The Civil War again interrupted work on the organ­
ization of a company and the raising of capital to fin­
ance the railroad. Construction finally began with the 
ending of the war. By 1 8 6 9 a line was completed from 
Columbus to Athens, a distance of 75 m i l e s .^5
Later railroads built in the Hocking Valley con­
nected small sections of the valley with other areas in 
Ohio. The section between Coolville and Athens was 
reached by the Marietta and Cincinnati Railroad in 1874. 
In 1885 Athens became the northern terminus of the Kana­
wha and Michigan Railroad which ran southward along Mar­
garets Valley to West Virginia and to the southern ter­
minus of the Ohio Central which followed Sunday Valley 
northward to connect Athens and Chauncey with Columbus.
14. Charles Miller, History of Fairfield County, 
Ohio, Chicago, 1912, p. 256’.
15* Gordon, 'dp. clt., p. 79*
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The Scioto Valley Traction Company constructed an elec­
tric line from Columbus to Lancaster in July 1904 to 
furnish rapid passenger service between the two cities.
Eleven of the thirty-three centers owe their origin 
and growth chiefly to the development of railroads in the 
Hocking Valley. These include Canaanville, and Haydenville, 
which were platted in the l850's but did not grow to any 
great extent until railroads were completed past each com­
munity. Centers developed which were based on bulky re­
sources of high total tonnage such as coal, on bulky manu­
factured products such as clay products and iron. These 
centers included the coal mining towns of East Clayton, 
Kimberly, Glen Ebon, Old Floodwood, and Doanville; the 
clay and iron centers of Haydenville, Diamond, and Flood- 
wood; and the centers in the lower valley of Canaanville, 
Stewart, and Frost. Development occurred along the Mari- 
etta-Cincinnati or the Hocking Valley railroads during 
the period 1855-1900.
Although the small centers between Hooker and Frost 
generally increased in size after the building of the 
railroads, they remained below 300 in population. In 1880 
the population of Canaanville was about 200, Guysville 
250, Stewart 200, Rockbridge 200, and Sugar Grove 2 6 0 .
Coal mining towns grew rapidly during the 1 8 7 0*s attain­
ing the following approximate population levels by 1 8 8 0:
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Old Ploodwood 160, Doanville 140, and East Clayton 150.^  
Growth however, except for Nelsonville, was far less than 
the three county seats which were ultimately located at 
the junctions of several railroad lines. Nelsonville 
showed a tremendous increase in population due to the 
rapid expansion of coal mining that was made possible by 
railroad transportation. The city grew from 1080 in 1870 
to 4558 in 1890 to become the second largest city in the 
valley at that time.^7
Lancaster, during the decades following building of 
railroads, showed substantial growth. During the 1850's 
when the Muskingum Railroad was built,an increase of 23 
percent occurred, higher than the six percent and 10 percent 
of the preceding and succeeding decades respectively. The 
Hocking Valley Railroad was built in 1869 to place Lan­
caster at the junction of the two lines. The population in­
creased 45 percent during the following decade and showed 
an identical increase during the period 1900-1910 when the 
Scioto Railroad reached Lancaster.^
The population of Logan also increased rapidly. The
16. History of Hocking Valley, op. c_it., pp. 129* 186.
17. In 1 8 6 9, 38 mines were shipping coal by canal. In 
1 8 7 1, 1 8 8 ,0 0 0 tons of coal were shipped by rail, 74,000 
tons by canal with the amount shipped by canal decreasing 
until 1 8 9 4. By 1882 more than 700 railroad cars were ship­
ped each day from the Nelsonville area. In 1900, earnings 
of the Hocking Valley Railroad were &4ir million, largely 
from coal shipments. "Coal Production Hit Peak in 1920," 
Athens Messenger, Athens, Ohio, June 14, 1954.
18 . Miller, pp. cit., p. 2 5 6 .
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Straitsville Branch was built along Oldtown Valley about 
1 8 7 5. In 1880 the River Division of the Hocking Valley Rail­
road was completed from Logan southward to Gallipolis on the 
Ohio River. The increase In population of Logan amounted to 
46 percent between 1870 and 1.8 8 0, and 17 percent the follow­
ing decade. Since Logan occupied a central position on the 
main line, it became an Important stopping point for pas­
senger service, having been chosen as the only stop for 
dining. The company also built its car shops there in 1907, 
employing about 450 people to repair railroad cars.19 This 
Industry was reflected in a 40 percent increase in population 
from 1900 to 1 9 1 0.
Athens developed into the principal railroad center 
in the lower valley, four railroads reaching the city. Growth 
was rapid, amounting to 46 percent in the period 1 8 6 0-1 8 7 0,
30 percent in 1 8 7 0-1 8 8 0, and 45 percent in 1 8 8 0-1 8 9 0.
Centers such as Greencastle, Coolville, and Hocking- 
port, which were not reached by railroads, remained sta­
tionary or declined in population. In 1880 Greencastle 
was still a small hamlet of about 90 persons, while Cool­
ville declined from 334 in 1870 to 323 in 1 8 8 0. Hocking- 
port showed a greater decrease in size, declining from 
about 250 In 1840 to about 190 in 1 8 8 0. The latter lost 
its function as a port after construction of the Hocking
1 9. "Old Hocking Valley Railroad, fV Athens Messenger, 
op. cit.
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Canal and the Marietta and Cincinnati Railroad. Since 
these routes avoided Hockingport, the latter became one 
of the smaller trade centers in the v a l l e y . 20
The location of major railroad lines has not changed 
in the past fifty years except for the abandonment of the 
Scioto Railroad between Lancaster and Columbus. Railroad 
service is limited to hauling of freight. Passenger ser­
vice was discontinued on all railroads, about 1935 on the 
Pennsylvania, and in 19^9 on the Chesapeake and Ohio, the 
last passenger service in the valley. Railroad stations 
were abandoned except for freight yeards. Ownership has 
changed with each railroad becoming part of a east-west 
system.
20. History of Hocking Valley, op. clt., pp. 659-6 6 0.
21. The following railroads are now present: Hocking 
Division of Chesapeake and Ohio, formerly the Hocking Val­
ley Railroadj St. Louis Division of Baltimore and Ohio, 
formerly the Marietta and Cincinnati; Muskingum Branch of 
Pennsylvania, formerly the Muskingum Railroad; Charleston 
Division of the New York Central, formerly the Ohio Cen­
tral, and the Kanawha and Michigan Railroads.
CHAPTER VIII
DEVELOPMENT OP CENTERS IN RELATION TO NATURAL RESOURCES
Since the historical development of natural resources 
was dependent upon transportation improvements, it began 
with the growth of flour and saw mills based on water 
power, followed by the exploitation of salt, iron ore, 
coal, clay, sandstone, and natural gas. Distant rather 
than local resources became increasingly more important, 
especially in recent decades. Natural resources, in turn, 
have provided the physical basis for the development of 
industry and the growth of cities.
Rapids and Falls.
Milling, which utilized water power, was the first 
industry in the valley. It provided the nucleus for at 
least ten early settlements. Mills aided the early growth 
of Rockmills, Lancaster, Sugar Grove, Rockbridge, Logan, 
Nelsonville, Athens, Canaanville, Guysville, Stewart, 
and Coolville. One of the first water power sites to be 
utilized was the falls at Rockmills, where a mill was 
erected in 1799* The lower falls at Logan were harnessed 
in l8l8, again occurring early in the settlement of the 
valley near the falls.
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After completion of the Hocking Canal the four lar­
gest cities attained supremacy as milling centers, re­
sulting In the decline of milling based on water power.
By 1900 no important mills remained in the valley which 
were based on water power.
Forests.
Local forests offered abundant timber. Sami 11s were 
erected in all of the larger centers. These mills were 
needed to produce cheap lumber for construction both for 
houses, public works, and other:requirements. Building of 
bridges for example, became easier after planks: were 
available.
The manufacture of furniture and other wood products 
attained some importance in Lancaster, Logan, Nelsonville, 
and Athens. During the period 1865 to 1890 several plants 
were started in Logan, relying upon the local forests for 
the raw material. Of three organizations which expanded, 
one company began the construction of houses. Two other 
furniture companies were established in 1879 and 1880 to 
produce finished and unfinished furniture as well as 
building materials. During the decade 1 8 7 0 -1 8 8 0 the popu­
lation of Logan increased 46 percent, part of which' resulted 
from the growth of the furniture industry. During the same 
period industries based on local forests were developing 
in the other large cities.
In Lancaster the manufacture of doors and sash became
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important about 1880. By 1890 there were two companies 
in Nelsonville supplying building materials. In Athens, a 
school furniture company and a lumber company were estab­
lished, both of which grew rapidly after 1870. The fur­
niture company became the largest producer in the United 
States at that time of opera and hall seats, and school 
desks. The lumber company became the largest in the county, 
shipping to all parts of Ohlo.l
Clearing of forest areas along the Hocking Valley 
was reflected in the decreasing importance of wood prod­
ucts. Furniture manufactxiring has continued in Logan.
Lumber companies are present in the large cities but 
local forests furnish only part of their timber supply. 
Sawmills are still present near Rockbridge, Athens, and 
Stewart.- But on the whole, industries based on local 
forests, are no longer important.
Salt.
Production of salt was important in the five centers 
of Chauncey, Beaumont, Armitage, Athens, and Harmony. Ex­
pansion in output occurred after completion of the Hocking 
Canal, the latter providing low cost transportation. The 
industry remained active from 1848 to 1 8 7 3> shipment of
1. History of Hocking Valley, Ohio, Chicago, 1883,
pp. 296, 902-14.
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salt amounting to about 50,000 barrels annually.^ This is 
reflected in the growth of Athens, an increase in population 
of 46 percent between 1850 and i8 6 0, and 30 percent in 1860- 
1 8 7 0, both increases being higher than that during the 
l840’s when the salt industry was in the initial stages 
of development. The other four centers grew slowly, salt 
production apparently having had little effect upon them.
The chief competition for midwest markets was from 
the Saginaw, Michigan area, and the intense competition 
made it necessary to have access to low cost fuel and 
transportation. The salt content of brines used in the 
Hocking Valley was less than in Michigan, 11 percent com­
pared to 20 percent. The cost of fuel was also higher inas­
much as the companies had to buy coal for use as fuel while 
Michigan companies were able to use sawdust and waste saw­
ings, at almost no cost. Abandonment of the Nelsonville- 
Athens section of the Hocking Canal in 1873 deprived the 
area of low cost transportation, after which the industry 
became unprofitable.. The Harmony plant was abandoned about 
1 8 8 0, those at Chauncey and Armitage in February 1884, 
and the last well at Beaumont closed in June 1 8 8 8 .3 soon 
after the salt works were abandoned, Harmony and Armitage
2. Charles Galbreath, History of Ohio, Chicago, 1925, 
Volume 1, p. 294.
3. William Peters, Athens County, Ohio, Columbus, 
Ohio, 1947, pp. 2 7 9-8 2 .
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became ghost towns.
Iron Ore.
The smelting of iron was important in only one city, 
namely Logan. Manufacture of iron products based largely 
on the use of local iron and coal was carried on in Logan 
and Lancaster. Iron manufacturing was the most important 
industry in Logan from 1850 to 1 8 7 0, coinciding with a 
rapid increase in population - 1489 by i8 6 0, 1827 by 
1870.
Iron ore was discovered in the hills north of Logan 
in 1848. Another outcrop of iron ore was discovered near 
the base of the hills in the neighborhood of Haydenville. 
This was solid ore about 10 inches in thickness. The 
presence of iron ore, coal, and limestone in Hocking 
County, together with ample water, provided the basis 
for the erection of an experimental iron furnace in Logan 
in 1852. Coal was obtained from Hayden's mine near Hay­
denville whereas the main soLirce of iron ore was from the 
Haydenville drift ore in the same area, making the assem­
bly of raw materials easy and Inexpensive. The furnace 
was able to turn out pig iron from raw materials believed 
by many to be of little value in Iron production.^ The
4. M. C. Read, "Geology of Hocking Valley Coal Field, 
Chapter 8 5 , Report of the Geological Survey of Ohio, Part 
1, Volume 3, Columbus, OhicTJ 1678, ppl 595-70T•
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success of the enterprise prompted the building of a sec­
ond furnace in 1 8 5 3. Production in each furnace was about 
seven tons daily by 1854. Industrial expansion was so 
rapid there was insufficient housing to take care of the 
increase in population. Soon the number of furnaces in the 
vicinity of Logan reached 13, of which six were In Hocking 
County. Logan became headquarters for the local iron and 
steel business.5
By i860 the peak in production had been reached. 
Richer ore had been found in the Mahoning Valley of Ohio 
and in the Lake Superior District. It was necessary to 
import ore to mix with local ore, an expensive procedure 
because of transportation costs. Presence of iron ore, 
coal, and limestone in the area near Logan made operations 
economical for a decade after most of the iron industry 
had shifted from the Hocking Valley to the Pittsburgh 
area. The two furnaces at Logan were finally abandoned 
in 1 8 7 6 .6
The rapid growth of population of Lancaster during 
the 1 8 7 0’s, an increase of 2 ,0 7 8 people, was due in 
part to the expansion of two companies making iron prod­
ucts. A company was formed in 1869 to manufacture agri­
5 . Francis Gordon, Early History of Hocking County, 
Columbus, Ohio, 1940, pp. 122-27.
6 . History of Hocking Valley, o£. clt., pp. 880-9 0 5.
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cultural implements and machinery. An iron works was es­
tablished about 1870 to manufacture shovels, farm equip­
ment, and mining tools. Both the Hocking Canal and the 
newly completed Hocking Valley Railroad were used. Until 
about 1876 the two companies obtained iron from the fur­
naces in Logan and coal from the Nelsonville area. By 
1890 the industry had declined due to the exhaustion of 
local ores.7 
Coal.
Coal mining was an important factor in the growth 
of the centers in the Nelsonville-Athens area. The Nelson­
ville area expanded its coal activities about 1870 and the 
Athens region about 1900 with the inauguration of shaft 
mining. Twelve of the 33 centers were particularly affected 
by coal mining, their growth and decline paralleling that 
of the coal industry.
During the decade 1870-1880, when coal production was 
expanding rapidly, the population of Nelsonville increased 
from 1 ,0 8 0 to 3 *0 9 5* an increase of 187 percent, the lar­
gest in the history of that city.® As production of 
coal increased to over 7 *0 0 0 ,0 0 0 tons by 1900, the popu-
7. Edward Ebbert, Lancaster and Eairfield County, 
Ohio, Lancaster, Ohio, 1901, p. 179*
8. Coal production in thousands of bushels; Athens 
Co. 1870-3 2 8 7; 1872-6419,* 1874-11,218: 1876-8057* I878- 
4170; 1880-1 4,7 2 8; Hocking Co. 1870-1 889* 1872-2251; 
1874-1290; 1876-1500; 1878-5203; 1880-4421; History of 
Hocking Valley, op. clt., p. 130.
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lation showed a correspondingly rapid increase to a total 
of 5*421 (Figure 37).
Prior to 1900 almost all the coal was mined and 
loaded by hand, demanding a large labor force for each 
mine. The presence of coal near the surface permitted 
economical mining of cpal by pick and shovel. After 1900 
mechanical coal cutters were introduced, leading to the 
expansion of shaft mining in the valley from Nelsonville 
to Canaanville, but producing a less rapid Increase in 
the population of Nelsonville due to increasing com­
petition from new areas in the Hocking Valley coal field 
where mining by machinery was feasible. Nelsonville1s 
maximum population was reached in 1920 when coal produc­
tion also reached its peak.
When the production of coal decreased, reaching its 
low point in 1928, the population of Nelsonville also 
declined. During 1921 a coal buyers strike forced the 
price of coal to less than the cost of production in the 
valley. The danger of a strike by workers in April, 1923 
was averted by the Jacksonville Agreement which extended 
the World War I wage scale until March 31* 1927* The 
wage scale was too high to enable operators in the union­
ized Nelsonville area to compete with non-unionized coal 
fields in Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Kentucky. A 
second factor favoring the latter fields were the favor­
able freight rates to ports on Lake Erie. Furthermore,
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these fields had enlarged markets by shipping clean coal, 
in contrast to the Nelsonville area where impurities were 
allowed to remain in the coal when loaded into cars to 
cut down on costs. These factors, together with the miners 
strike in the Hocking Valley in March 1927, brought about 
low production in 1927-1928, and the limited production 
since those years. Nelsonville's population continued to 
decline during the 1940's in spite of a period of general 
prosperity in the country. This seems to have been related 
to the coal situation just described.
In the period 1870-1910 the population of Athens showed 
a sharp rise during two decades - 45 percent between 1870  
and 1880, 78 percent between 1900 and 1910. Growth took 
place after 1870 as the Hocking Valley Railroad initiated 
mining activity in the coal field. However, an even greater 
increase occurred after 1900 when Athens profited by the 
development of shaft mining near the city.
The growth of small coal towns in the Nelsonville- 
Athens area prior to improved transportation after 1920, 
was due to the need to each miner to live close to the 
mine in which he worked. The company towns of East Clay­
ton, Kimberly, Old Ploodwood, and Glen Ebon remained small 
since the size of the company's mining operation in the 
vicinity limited the size of the town. Doanville, which 
developed as a trade and residential center for miners 
in the area, was slightly larger than the company towns.
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In 1880 Its population was 268. With the development of 
coal cutting machinery after 1900, the towns of Beaumont, 
Chauncey, Canaanville and the newly developing centers 
of Plains and Circle Hill increased in size, Aside from 
Chauncey and Plains which attained a population of ahout 
a thousand by 1920 and 1940 respectively, the centers 
near Athens reached a size of 100-200 population.
During the 25 year period 1928-1953, every city in the 
Hocking Valley coal mining area declined In population except. 
Athens. In 1 9 2 8, the year coal mining reached Its low point, 
the number of mines near each center as well as the employ­
ment were as follows: Kimberly, 229 working in 10 mines^
East Clayton, 66 in two mines; Doanville, 97 in five mines;
Old Floodwood and Glen Ebon, 275 in nine mines; Beaumont,
314 in two.mines; Chauncey, 974 in nine mines; Plains, 1087 
in four mines; Canaanville, 2 7 8 in one mine.9
Employment In the mines continued to show a sharp 
decline up to 1 9 5 3* owing to a decrease in coal production 
and the Use of labor saving machinery. After 1938 mechan­
ical loaders were introduced. Although production remained 
stationary during the Second World War, employment con­
tinued to decrease after the war, especially after strip
9 . J. Bownocker and W. Stout, "Mineral Industries of 
Ohio," Geological Survey of Ohio, 4th Series, Bulletin 33., 
Columbus, Ohio 1 9 2 8, pp. 2B-3 2 , 45-46.
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mining became important in 1945* In 1948 mining in Athens
and Hocking Counties showed the following conditions;I0
HO. OF/' PRODUCTION STRIP SHAFT EMPLOYMENT 
MINES IN TONS MINES MINES TOTAL PER MINE
Athens 46 1,495,000 33$ 67$ 1,423 31
Hocking 40 399,000 16$ 84$ 393 10
By 1953 only five mines were still operating in the
Hocking Valley area, aside from the vicinity of Nelsonville.
Employment in the mines near each city was : Kimberly - 10,
East Clayton - four working three months, Glen Ebon - 22
working nine months, Chauncey - 38 working three months.II
NO. OF PRODUCTION STRIP SHAFT AVERAGE 
MINES IN TONS MINES MINES EMPLOYMENT
Athens Co. 40 551,143 86$ 14$ 491
Hocking Co. 27 65,478 72$ 26$ 98
At present all shaft mines have shut down in Athens County 
and production is entirely by strip mining.
The'company towns of East Clayton, Old Floodwood, and 
Glen Ebon have become ghost towns while Kimberly has con­
tinued to decline to a population of about 100. Each town 
declined rapidly after the company closed down the local 
mine and store. Low cost dwellings were intended as tem-
10. R. Bengston, D. Moore, R. Ramsey, R. Lund, Sur­
vey Report on Mineral Resources of Southeast Ohio, Colum­
bus, September 1950, p. 12.
II* Annual C_oal and Non-Metallic Mineral Report,
1953, Columbus, 195?, pp. 31-33, 46- 47. Production in 
1964 was : Athens County - 153,628 tons; Hocking County - 
10,718 tons.
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porary housing during the life of the mine. They were 
built next to the mine, a convenient but not a desirable 
feature of the mining towns. The communities became essen­
tially, slums. After the mines closed, the towns were aban­
doned as the occupants moved to other areas in search of 
employment. East Clayton began to decline after World War 
I as one of the two mines in the area was abandoned and 
production declined in the other mine at Lick Run. After 
1930 lack of steady employment and the closing of the 
Lick Run mine led to the reduction of the city to a ghost 
town status about 1950.
Principal markets for the strip mines in the Old 
Floodwood area are two power stations which were built to 
take advantage of cheap, abundant fuel. Building of the 
central power station at Old Floodwood in 1914, the first 
in the valley, provided a market for fine coal, and helped 
to preserve the coal industry after World War I. A second 
plant, the E. M. Poston Station at Hamley Rim, was con­
structed in 1947-1949 and again revived coal mining in the 
area. In spite of the tremendous amount ofcoal marketed 
in the past century, there is an estimated 10 million 
tons in York Township, enough for a 10 year supply to the 
plants, and a larger supply in neighboring townships.^2
12. ’’Athens County is Site of C&SOE Poston Plant,” 
Athens Messenger, Athens, Ohio, June 14, 1953.
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The only center In the area near the power plants Is 
Kimberly which has declined until only about 100 persons 
remain in a collection of three dozen frame houses along 
Route 6 9 1, As transportation facilities have improved, 
miners have been able to move out of the dirty mining town 
and commute to work from more desirable residential areas. 
Use of trucks and machinery, which requires a small labor 
force, has been another factor in the decline of Kimberly. 
Two of the mines in the area use the new auger method of 
mechanical mining and trucks to haul coal to the prepar­
ation and storage plants near the power stations. A new 
conveyor belt is used to transport coal from the prepara­
tion and storage plant to the Poston Station.
Decrease in population of other centers in the area 
has taken place chiefly since World War II. Beaumont,, which 
was dependent on the local coal mine, has declined to a 
string of 18 houses along Route 682, while Circle Hill is 
a collection of a dozen houses and a store along Route 33*
The larger centers in the coal mining area - Doanville, 
Chauncey, Plains - have populations of about 300, 1000, and 
1000 respectively. They developed primarily as trade and 
residential centers for miners in the area. Each was platted 
into streets and lots and their growth was marked by more 
substantial housing than the company towns. Although most 
of the local mines have closed, the population of each has 
shown only a slight decrease. Chauncey declined from 1234
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in 1940 to 1 0 1 6 in 1950, while Plains declined from 1067  
to 1004.
Clay.
Since strata dross the Hocking Valley at nearly right 
angles, clay, like the other mineral resources, has affected 
the growth of cities in only a small segment of the valley. 
Clay products plants have "been established in the four cen­
ters of Logan, Haydenville, Diamond;,, and Nelsonville to 
profit from the abundant supply of clays, shales, and coal 
in the hills along"this part of the valley. Plants were 
built during the period 1880 to 1 9 0 0, maximum production 
occurring shortly after the latter year. With the exception 
of Nelsonville, production remained nearly stationary up 
to the present time, clay products remaining the most im­
portant industry in each of the other three centers. AT-. 
though coal mining was the most important industry near 
Nelsonville, clay products manufacturing represented the 
most important industry until the depression of the 1 9 3 0's 
when the plants ceased operations.3 The population of Nel­
sonville decreased 27 percent between 1920 and 1 9 3 0, one 
percent between 1930 and 1 9 4 0, indicating that coal was a ; 1 
more important factor in the decline of the city than clay. 
The population of Haydenville and Diamond remained more or
13. J. Bownocker and W. Stout, op. cit., p. 5
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less stationary after the early period of growth.
Following the decline of iron production in Logan, clay 
products plants provided the basis for continued growth of 
the city. A company was established in 1880 to exploit the 
local clay resources. Several kinds of fire brick were pro­
duced and shipped to midwest markets, especially around Lake 
Michigan. However, the company ceased operations about 1890,/ 
During that year a plant was erected to produce sewer pipe 
and a second was built in 1904 to produce paving brick. A 
pottery plant was built about 1904 to produce jugs, later 
changing to flower pots and similar items of pottery. Since 
clay products remained the major Industry and no additional 
important industries were established, the population showed 
little increase after 1910. Between 1900 and 1910 when the 
three clay products went into production, the population in­
creased 40 percent. Growth was at a slower rate after the 
latter year until a slight decline of three percent occurred 
between 1940 and 1950. The population of the.city has re­
mained nearly stationary since 1930; reaching 6 ,0 8 0  that year, 
declining to 5,972 by 1950. At present approximately 500 
are employed in clay products plants while about 1200 men 
and:400 women are unemployed, mostly experienced in the same 
industry.
14. "Coal, Clay Chief Factors in Growth," Athens Mes­
senger, op. cit.
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Sandstone.
Quarrying of stone was undertaken near Lancaster and 
Sugar Grove, aiding the growth of the txvo centers. Cuyahoga 
sandstone was the major product, a rock which was plentiful 
along the sides of the valley between the two centers. A 
quarry was established near Sugar Grove about i860 and 
several were opened near Lancaster during the l890*'s. Mar­
kets were principally in eastern United States where this 
stone was in demand for use in the construction of build­
ings, bridge supports, and canals. Exploitation of this 
resource continued until about 1910 when a decrease in 
demand resulted in most of the quarries being abandoned. 
Development of Sugar Grove was dependent upon expansion 
of quarrying, the leading industry until 1 8 9 5 The 
population remained nearly stationary after the early 
period of growth, reaching 262 by l88o, 275 by 1890. The 
population of Lancaster showed an increase of 45 percent 
between 1870 and 1880, due in part to the expansion of 
quarrying during that decade.
Natural Gas.
Continued growth of Lancaster and Sugar Grove to the 
present time has occurred with the development of glass
15. Jesse Hyde, The Geological History of Fairfield 
County, Ohio, Chicago, 1912, pp. 2C)7-T0.
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products manufactures In the former city and the erection 
of a gas compressor plant In the latter. Each industry.was 
based upon the exploitation of a local resource, natural 
gas.
Discovery of natural gas in 1887 was an important 
factor in attracting new firms to Lancaster since this was 
one of the first fields in Ohio. In 1890 a municipally
>
owned and operated company was organized to purchase the 
holdings of all of the gas companies near the city. After 
this consolidation, production and distribution of natural 
gas was expanded. The dozen wells near Lancaster provided 
the city with a cheap supply of heat, light, and power.
Free gas was offered to industries if they would locate in 
Lancaster. This inducement, together with an abundant supply, 
helped to secure several companies. Although the local gas 
field was soon exhausted, other fields were found in nearby 
counties to continue to provide local industry with low 
priced fuel in quantity. 16
The most rapid growth in the city’s history occurred 
during the period 1900-1910 when the population increased 
from 8,991 to 13*093* Industrial development provided the 
basis for much of this urban growth, particularly the ex-
16. Henry Howe, Historical Collections of Ohio, Cin­
cinnati, 1889 Edition, p. 592.
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pansion in production of glass. Five glass firms located 
in Lancaster shortly after the development of natural gas., 
construction of the plants occurring in 1887, 1898, 1905* 
1908, and 1910. In the local area were ample deposits of 
sand for the production of all types of glass products such 
as window glass, plate glass, lamps, and imitation cut 
glassware. Markets for the products of the five companies 
soon became nation wide. By 1912, approximately 1200 were 
employed in the glass industry.17
Manufacture of glass products has continued to be the 
major industry in Lancaster. At present approximately half 
of the persons employed in industry work in glass plants, 
approximately 4500 out of 8 0 0 0.-^
After the discovery of natural gas near Sugar Grove 
in 1896, extensive drilling took place. The gas field near 
the city proved to be the most extensive in the Hocking 
Valley. Pumping stations were built nearby to distribute 
gas to neighboring cities. After 1900, one of the largest 
compressor stations in the world was built and a network 
of gas lines was constructed from the station to gas fields 
and to cities In Ohio, Indiana, and West Virginia. With the 
decline of quarrying, only the gas Industry remained to
17. Charles Miller, History of Fairfield County. Ohio, 
Chicago, 1912, pp. 262-63.
18. These Are Facts, Lancaster, Ohio, July 1954, pp. 1.
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provide the Industrial basis for continued growth of the 
city. The population increased from 275 in 1890 to 350 in 
1900. The city reached a population of 420 in 1920, after 
which time the population remained nearly stationary. With 
the decline of the local gas field, growth was dependent 
upon expansion of the compressor station, a development 
which was dependent upon distant resources and human fac­
tors such as expansion of markets and the desire of the 
gas company to enlarge the plant.
CHAPTER IX
THE PLAY OF HUMAN FACTORS IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF CITIES
Founding of Centers.
Four cities along the Hocking River occupy the same 
sites respectively as former Indian villages. The site of 
an abandoned Indian village appealed to many settlers be­
cause It was partially cleared, was associated with a net­
work of trails, supplied access to the river, and had 
springs to serve as a source of drinking water.
Tarhe, the principal town of the Wyandot tribe, stood 
on what is now the southeastern section of Lancaster, upon 
a terrace on the eastern bank of the Hocking River and 
across from an open prairie. The population totaled about 
5 0 0, spread over an area back from the river as far as 
Mount Pleasant 1 (Figure 8 ) .
A second Wyandot village was located at the junction 
of Rush Creek and the Hocking River, on the present site 
of Sugar Grove. Another, Oldtown, was near the junction 
of Oldtown Creek and the Hocking River, now the southern 
section of Logan 2 (Figures 25 and 2 7 ).A fourth site used
1. Henry Howe, Historical Collections of Ohio, Cin­
cinnati, l84o, p. 1 5 9*
2 * History of Hocking Valley, Chicago, 1 8 8 3, pp. 
894-95.
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by both Indians and Whites was the area near Beaumont, sue- 
cessor to Shawnee. Salt springs originally attracted Indians 
who first established Shawnee Town at this point. The sites 
of Indian villages frequently were shifted and it is poss­
ible that other cities in the valley are on former camping 
sites.
The first settlement of the Hocking Valley began in 
1 7 8 5. Settlers in western Virginia had been troubled by 
Indian raids, especially by the Shawnee tribe along the 
Scioto River. Lord Dunmore, governor of Virginia, decided 
to conduct a war against the Shawnee Indians. He raised an 
army and marched into Ohio, reaching the mouth of the Hock­
ing River in October 1774, where he built Port Gower as a 
base of operations. The fort was built on the western side 
of the valley a short distance from the mouth of the river. 
Prom this fort he led his army to the Pickaway Plains along 
the Scioto River. In the course of events he concluded a 
treaty of peace with the Shawnee Indians, the Treaty of 
Middletown, and returned to Port Gower. His army of about 
1200 men disbanded at the fort in the fall of 1774 and many 
of the soldiers remained in the Hocking Valley in several 
scattered clearings. Little is known about these early 
settlements, either their location or size.3
3 . Clement Martzolff, A Brief History of Athens County. 
Ohio. Athens, Ohio, 1916, pp. 7-10.
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In January 1785;, commissioners were sent into Ohio to 
sign a treaty with the Indians and gain possession of the 
territory. These negotiations were unsuccessful, the Indians 
refusing to surrender their land. Even so, some of the 
settlers remained in the Hocking Valley, leaving Ohio only 
after the outbreak of the Indian wars in 1 7 8 8. Migration 
into Ohio ceased until the war was brought to a close by 
the Treaty of Greenville on August 3rd, 1795.^ Under the 
terms of the treaty the Wyandots ceded all of their ter- 
ritory along the Hocking River to the United States. Most 
of the tribe moved to the area around Upper Sandusky, Ohio. 
Some of the members of the tribe returned to the valley on 
occasional hunting trips until about 1 8 1 2.
After 1795s the Indians presented no hindrance to 
White settlement and immigration began once again. The 
net effect had been to delay settlement for ten years 
until a time when protective sites were not as important 
in selecting the location for a city. The Indians ceased 
to be a direct factor in city location.
As the Hocking Valley became available for settlement 
after 1795, speculators purchased land along the river in 
the hope of profiting from the sale of town lots. Eight of 
11 centers founded by 1820 owe their origin to the work of
4. History of Hocking Valley, bp. clt., p. 2 7 .
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speculators. The exceptions were Grosvenor, Roclanills, and 
Rockbridge. The last named settlement may have "been specu­
lative also hut no records of the early years of settlement 
are available. Later periods of speculation occurred during 
or just preceding the building of new transportation routes 
and the opening of coal mines. These included three centers 
founded along the Hocking Canal - Sugar Grove, Chauncey, 
Haydenville; three established along railroads - Canaanville, 
Stewart, Frost; Doanville which was located along a railroad 
and near a coal mine; and Plains near coal mines that had 
been recently opened in the area.
Seventeen of 33 centers originated through the efforts 
of speculators. Of these, 14 were laid down by individuals, 
three by companies. The Ohio Company was chiefly instrum­
ental in creating Athens and Hockingport. Chauncey was 
founded by a company composed of four men, who hoped to 
profit from the sale of town lots on land they had purchased 
for industrial development as well as for speculative pur­
poses .
Although the efforts of a founder may be sufficient to 
establish a town in a poor location, large cities are de­
pendent upon a position which furnishes abundant resources 
and accessibility to the surrounding region. Even though 
most of the settlements developed into locally, relatively 
important cities, much of their growth took place after the 
death of the speculator who founded them as a result of the
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coincidence of natural and economic conditions.
With the possible exception of Rockbridge, each of the 
sites upon which the larger centers later developed were 
originally selected by speculators. This includes the six 
cities in the valley at present having a population exceed­
ing 1 0 0 0, as well as six of the seven additional cities hav 
ing a population of 200-500. The ability of the speculator 
to foresee and purchase all of the promising sites in the 
valley is shown by the ultimate size of the city which 
developed. Besides the 12 cities of 200 or more in popu­
lation, Greencastle, Hooker, Canaanville, Frost, and Hock- 
ingport became thriving communities for a short period, 
although at present they have declined to hamlets of 5 0- 
100 population. Hone of the seventeen centers founded by 
speculators have become ghost towns.
The growth of a city depended partly on the ability of 
the speculator to sell lots and partly on the commercial 
and industrial advantages of the location. Each of the 
seventeen centers was founded along the main valley road 
at the time, with the exception of Doanville which was 
located near the main road and Plains which was located 
along an Important road across the uplands. With the ex­
ception of Plains, the centers established after 1820 were 
founded along the actual or proposed route of the Hocking 
Canal or a railroad. Thus, areas were selected which were
 _1W.
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readlly accessible to the surrounding region, a requirement 
for the successful sale of town lots and commercial develop­
ment of the center. In some instances the speculator had to 
wait several years until conditions were favorable for his 
project. This was true of Zane and Worthington who waited 
until settlement had spread over the nearby valley, building 
up a local trade area for the center. Stewart was successful 
in establishing a center after completion of a railroad past 
his farm. The efforts of the speculator were important in 
the early growth of a community. This is shown by Worthing­
ton and Nelson who were instrumental in securing commercial 
enterprises. However, the center founded by Frost remained 
small because its location was In an area possessing no 
important natural resources and relatively Inaccessible to 
the surrounding area.
With the exception of Hooker, Frost, and Hockingport, 
growth was also aided by a location near power or mineral 
resources which provided the basis for industrial develop­
ment. The early centers of Lancaster, Sugar Grove, Logan, 
Nelsonville, and Athens as well as the later centers of 
Coolvllle, Canaanville, Guysville, and Stewart in the lower 
valley developed on water power sites. Nine centers developed 
near mills that already existed or were built soon after 
settlement began. In either'case, milling, the most impor­
tant Industry In the valley during early settlement, pro­
vided the nuclei for the majority of centers established by
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speculators. Sawmills aided the early growth of Greencastle 
and several centers were aided by the exploitation of local 
minerals: salt at Chauncey, coal at Doanville and Plains, and 
clay, coal, and iron at Haydenville.
Ten of the 33 centers developed as a result of a local 
industrial enterprise. These include the salt producing 
centers of Beaumont, Armitage, Harmony; the coal towns of 
East Clayton, Kimberly, Old Ploodwood, Glen Ebon; the clay 
products center of Diamond; the iron center of Ploodwood; 
the- milltown of Rockmills. The primary objective was the 
exploitation of local resources and no important attempts 
were made to plat a town site and profit by the sale of 
lots. However, in some instances company towns were con­
structed around a coal mine. In each case the enterprise 
and city remained small in size, becoming a ghost town 
soon after the local industry closed down. At present seven 
of the 10 centers are ghost towns whereas Beaumont, Kim­
berly, and Diamond remain small hamlets of 50-100 popu­
lation. Although the industrial enterprises of individuals 
or companies resulted in the founding of nearly one third 
of the centers in the Hocking Valley, neither the size of 
the centers nor the length of the period of development 
is impressive.
The remaining six centers developed along a road as 
small residential centers rather than as commercial or 
industrial enterprises. The centers include Clark Crossing,
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Rockbridge, Enterprise, Grosvenor, Circle Hill, and Beebe. 
Only Rockbridge and Enterprise became shopping centers for 
the local area. Clark Crossing and Circle Hill are small 
hamlets of approximately 50 population while the remaining 
two are ghost towns. The slow growth of centers at a cross­
roads or along a main highway represents an unimportant 
type of development in the Hocking Valley.
The system of land survey had no important effect on 
the location of centers. Although the survey was rectan­
gular, the roads do not follow section nor township lines.
As a result, none of the road intersections occur at the 
intersection of sections or townships and none of the 33 
centers were founded at the crossing of section lines.
There is only one locality where a jog occurs along the 
north-south survey lines, namely in the valley above Lan­
caster, and no centers developed at this point.
Logan illustrates the importance of the human element 
in the location of political centers. Worthington, a specu­
lator in the Logan area, had become governor of Ohio.
The question of locating the county seat came up for con­
sideration in the Ohio Legislature. Worthington offered to 
give the city of Logan 19 lots which could be sold to raise 
money with which to build a county courthouse, provided that 
Logan was selected as the county seat. This offer was 
accepted.
Although the county seats and Nelsonville have remained
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the largest cities in the Hocking Valley since the period of 
early settlement, the rank of each, except Lancaster, has 
changed. The latter has remained about twice as large as the 
next city in size. After 1 8 5 0, Logan and then Nelsonville 
replaced Athens as the second largest city. By 1930 the 
original ranking of the three county seats - Lancaster, 
Athens, Logan - followed by Nelsonville had been reestab­
lished. Part of the growth of the county seats has resulted 
from their political functions, and their accessibility 
to all parts of the county.
Growth of Centers Due to Human Resource.
Although location at a focus of transportation routes 
has aided the commercial expansion of Athens, part of the 
growth has been aided by enterprises which located in the 
city for other reasons than its present accessibility to 
the surrounding region. Ohio University was located in 
Athens prior to the building of roads. Also, many firms 
were due to the initiative of local men.
Ohio University is Athen’s biggest business, with 
approximately 1200 employees of whom about 350 are faculty 
members. As the university has expanded the city has also 
shown a corresponding increase in population. Enrollment 
slowly increased until World War II when it jumped from 
approximately 2000 to almost 6000 students, decreasing 
to about 4500 at present. Construction of buildings since 
the war has aided several construction industries in the
-182-
city as well as the "building trades. Commercial expansion 
has been aided by the purchasing power of employees and 
students of the university. During the period 1940-1950 
the population of Athens increased from 7 .,696 11,6 6 0,
the largest increase in the valley during this decade.5
In Athens the first major company based on local 
initiative was a binder company, formed by Charles McBee 
in 1906 to bind freight records with a machine of his own 
invention. In 1925 a factory was built to make a full line 
of accounting forms and office supplies. At present it is 
international in scope, with several plants in the United 
States. This company, because of the initiative and in­
ventiveness of one of the citizens of Athens, has become 
the largest company in the city. Prom an employment of 
3 6 8 in 1945, the number of workers has increased to about 
750.6
Ideas originating in Athens have developed several 
business firms that have expanded to other cities in Ohio 
and the United States, although in most cases Athens- has 
remained as headquarters. This includes leasing of cars to 
businessmen in 26 states, automobile agencies in Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, beauty shops in depart­
ment stores from New York to St. Louis, a beauty academy,
5. Russell Lund, "Athens, Ohio, Its Foundation Rests 
on Education," Inside Ohio, Volume 1, December, 1952, 
Number 5, P- 32.
6. Ibid.
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publication of the foothall coaches* annual interpretation 
of the rules, printing of national magazines for frater­
nities, midget cars and trucks, and bench tools. One of the 
most striking characteristics of Athens is the human re­
source. The city has had the advantage of possessing men 
who had ideas for a new business, the needed Incentive and 
resourcefulness to establish a compapy, and the ability to 
expand production.7
Development of large companies by local businessmen, 
and based on distant rather than local resources, has 
aided the growth of Lancaster but not to the same extent 
as Athens. During the period 1890-1910 shoes, clothing, 
and the manufacture of glass for cars became important 
industries in Lancaster. Thus, the first companies were 
established at a slightly earlier period than in Athens.
The increase in the population of Lancaster between 1940 
and 1 9 5 0, amounting to approximately 2 2 5 0, was partly 
the result of new companies which were started by local 
initiative. This includes the electroplating of metals 
and production of castings of grey iron. Both Lancaster 
and Athens have had a common development, changing from 
local to distant sources of raw materials. Because of
7. "Athens Small Industries Are Example of Means of 
Moulding Stable Economy,” Athens Messenger. Athens, Ohio, 
June 14, 1953
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the early dependence upon local resources and accessibility 
as determined by the presence of natural routes, the loca­
tions of both cities are closely related to physical con­
ditions .
CHAPTER X 
CONCLUSIONS
The centers in the Hocking Valley were analyzed in 
relation to physical conditions to determine whether there 
was anything typical about their locations. Some circum­
stances were found to be common to a majority of the cen­
ters. By synthesizing the results of these observations it 
appears that a number of principles can be derived which 
have general validity.
Since the Hocking River flows through valleys formed 
by pre-glacial drainage, a method of studying the location 
of cities was to compare their development in different 
sections of the present valley. The Hocking River is un­
usual in having been reversed along much of its course.
In contrast to the typical river, it flows from a plain 
into a hill region.
The upper valley between Greencastle and Logan was 
the first section to be fully settled, an unusual develop­
ment for the headwater portion of a valley. The principal 
cities were founded by the beginning of the canal period. 
Commercial and, or milling centers were established near 
the two falls and at points where the principal natural
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and transportation routes intersected with the Hocking Val­
ley. Cities developed on terraces, or along the side of the 
valley on the higher parts of valley flats.
During the years 1840 to 1910, the cities in the val­
ley "between Logan and Athens developed as a result of the 
exploitation of mineral resources. The founding of centers., 
in this section, aside from Nelsonville, occurred with 
the introduction of canal and railroad transportation into 
the mining section of the valley. Development of cities 
and minerals took place in the following sequence: centers 
based on production of salt, coal towns in the more acces­
sible part of the field, centers based on clay products 
and iron production, and growth of centers near shaft, 
coal mines. Coal towns developed at an earlier period than 
centers based on manufacturing, and developed first in that 
part of the coal field where coal beds were above the level 
of the valley floor and readily accessible. With the devel~ 
opment of mining machinery, centers developed later in 
that part of the field in which the coal beds were below 
the surface of the valley floor.
The Haydenville-Nelsonville section represents a 
major, former divide. Stream dissection aided the exploi­
tation of- clay and coal so that cities developed in spite 
of the poor accessibility to populated parts of the area. 
The cities in this section were the exceptions in a number 
of comparative studies so that results are more conclusive
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if these cities are studied as a unit, rather than with 
other cities in the valley which are more dependent upon 
commerce than industry. The cities in the Haydenville- 
Nelsonville' section'hare a number of characteristics in 
common. Hills are high, and there are no major valleys or 
major breaks in the valley walls. Both local relief and 
average slope are high near each city.
In the valley below Athens, and above Logan, settle­
ment began at an early period. Location of early settle­
ments was dependent chiefly upon the location of routes 
crossing the valley. The first cities were founded near 
important crossroutes at Lancaster, Athens, and Hocking- 
port, then spread along the valley from these points. The 
lower valley, lying in the midst of a hill and valley sec­
tion of Ohio, was the last section of the valley to be 
reached by improved transportation and the one in which 
the founding of commercial centers continued until 1 9 1 0, 
far later than the upper valley.
Where the main or tributary valleys are narrow, as 
in the valley below Athens, the cities are small in num­
ber and size. Their typical location is on the sunny side 
of the valley, and on the valley wall where gentle slopes 
occur along an outer meander. The sites are highest in the 
valley chiefly because of the high levels during floods.
Since the Hocking River flows through a valley which 
is constricted at many points, a comparative study of
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development In mature valley sections proved to be a use­
ful method of research. The typical location of cities is 
given by the principle: in each mature section, the size 
of the center is inversely proportional to average slope. 
Thus, in the narrow ends of the valley sections where 
major tributaries are absent and valley hills are high, 
the 'average slope is high and the centers are usually small.
The largest city in each mature section is usually 
centrally located in relation to the area of level land, 
occupying an upper or lower central position in relation 
to the ends of the section, depending on the location of 
the major valley intersections. Although the large cities 
are situated near or opposite the mouths of large tri­
butaries leading to low divides to adjacent valleys, none 
of the sites are along the banks of an Important stream 
aside from the Hocking.
Most of the thirty-three centers are near the inter­
section of a tributary and the main stream. Of these cen­
ters, the typical location is along the Hocking River at 
a point which is immediately upstream from a small creek 
or run. Exceptions occur where the best route for a main 
road is on the downstream side of the tributary, although 
in each instance the center is a hamlet or ghost town. Con­
fluence sites are common but the centers are generally back 
from the junction point of the streams where more elevated 
land is present.
1
i
i
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in the Hocking Valley, cities are also closely related
i
to the valleys made by former streams. Cities are located j
at each of the intersections of the present with old valleys.
These locations are particularly favorable for the develop­
ment of cities, because the latter have frequently been 
placed at junction points in the transportation network as 
a result of the use of old valleys for roads and railroads.
Divides are generally low between the Hocking and neighbor­
ing valleys, and level land along the old valley can serve 
as the base for the city and for the development of farming 
in the local shopping area. Centers are generally located 
at the former rather than present mouths of tributary val­
leys, especially If the latter are narrow so that develop­
ment of farming and transportation Is restricted. Where an 
old valley is present near the Hocking Valley, centers have 
developed at each point along the Hocking that Is adjacent 
to the old valley floor.
Along the floor of the Hocking Valley, floods have 
been the major factor in location of cities. Sites sit­
uated above the normal level of floods have been selected 
for each center. Each of the more extensive terraces has 
been used as a site for a city. Expansion of centers has 
occurred away from the river onto more elevated land.
Most of the centers are located on the eastern side 
of the Hocking Valley due to a number of advantages pos­
sessed by this side. Prior to the construction of bridges
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across the Hocking River most of the centers were located 
on the eastern side, the one which was readily accessihle 
to the eastern states, the main source of settlers. Most 
of the transportation routes are on the eastern side, the 
river on the western, so that most of the centers as well 
as routes are located on the side of the valley having the 
greater area in valley flats and fewer meanders lying 
against the valley side. The eastern side lies next to the 
larger tributary streams. There are more natural routes 
leading to low divides between the Hocking and neighboring 
valleys on the eastern than the western side. This has 
produced a large number of road and railroad junctions on 
the eastern side, points which are favorable for the growth 
of cities. The eastern is also the sunny side of the valley. 
Most of the centers on this side are on sunny slopes, es­
pecially in the narrow sections of the valley having high 
valley hills, providing sites which receive more direct 
radiation than the valley bottom or the shady side.
A few communities are located along the western .side 
of the valley. Roads follow a direct route across the up­
lands to cross a general curve of the river in three places; 
Rockbridge-Enterprise, Beaumont-Athens, Guysville-Coolville. 
In each case roads follow old valley floors and avoid youth­
ful sections of the Hocking Valley. Centers are located along 
the Hocking Valley at each end of the upland sections of the 
roads, developing on the western side where level upland
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areas are adjacent to the Hocking Valley. On the shady or 
western side centers are typically at the mouths of tribu­
tary valleys, or on slope or upland sites which are exposed 
to radiation from the sun.
The large cities, except for the major mining center, 
are located in areas possessing many natural advantages 
which have aided commercial development. The former are 
located near a break in both valley walls and in areas 
where the valley hills on each side of the main valley are 
low, so that, crossroutes could generally be constructed in 
areas of low relief. Furthermore, the large cities are 
located near the focus of valleys leading to low divides.
In general, the size of the center is directly related to 
the number of natural routes. The larger cities are located 
at points where transportation routes can follow tributary 
valleys lying at right angles to the main valley and lead­
ing directly to adjacent valleys, or cross divides located 
between the nearest approaches of the main and neighboring 
valleys.
The large cities have a number of other common charac­
teristics. Local relief is low on the same side of the val­
ley as the city and average slope is low. The cities ip
the valley bottom are on outer bends of meanders and gen­
eral curves, on the Inner side of a general curve if they 
are located on the uplands.
All of the centers are small In sections of the valley
-192-
lacking major tributary routes at right angles to the Hock­
ing. There has been a lack of development of cities and 
important routes in these areas: (a) where small tributaries 
flow nearly parallel to the main stream, necessitating 
crossing drainage at right angles; (b) in sections far from 
neighboring valleys because of a location on the inside of 
a general curve, or in a section far from the headwaters of 
a neighboring stream; (c) where steep valley spurs occur, 
since major roads were placed on gentle slopes in reaching 
divides or ridges.
Small centers developed in other typical locations.
One is in youthful sections of the Hocking Valley which 
date from Teays drainage. Only centers based on exploita­
tion of natural resources such as coal or salt developed 
in these sections, becoming hamlets or ghost towns with 
the decline of those local resources. Small centers are 
generally in areas where both local relief and average 
slope are high, Hamlets or ghost towns are commonly found 
in another location; near mouths of tributary streams 
where they flow into outer meanders of the Hocking.
At present, there are several parts of the Hocking 
Valley in which concentrated settlement is lacking. There 
are no centers in youthful sections of the valley which 
date from Illinoian glaciation, at the mouths of tributary 
valleys having youthful sections a short distance upstream, 
or near any of the former cols. The canal and railroads
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were built through many of the youthful sections hut develop­
ment of cities has been handicapped by the lack of improved 
roads. There are no centers at the base of the hills along 
the western side of .the valley, areas which are relatively 
inaccessible to radiation and generally to main transpor­
tation routes.
Even though transportation and human initiative af­
fected the founding of settlements, each center developed 
in a location which possessed many natural advantages, 
making it possible to state a common location in relation 
to physical conditions. Each commercial center was founded 
in a location which was accessible to the surrounding area. 
Early commercial centers were also accessible to resources 
such as water power and forested areas. Cities dependent 
primarily upon industry were founded in location's which were 
accessible to mineral resources, and many were also acces­
sible to a local shopping area. Subsequent size of each 
center was dependent mainly upon the combination of loca­
tional advantages; accessibility to natural resources and 
to trade, and not unimportant, the initiative and resource­
fulness of Its citizenry. All of these elements played a 
role in the rise of industrial and commercial activities.
This comparative study of centers In the Hocking Valley, 
it is hoped, may contribute to the reliability of inter­
pretations of the rise of settlements to urban levels and 
their subsequent development.
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